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The END of 
the WAR 


has come, and the opportunity of 
attractive investment, as shewn below 
be available for long. 


such an 
may 
not 


BENEFIT YOUR COUNTRY 
BENEFIT YOUR FAMILY 
BENEFIT YOURSELF 
by purchasing National War Bonds by instal- 


ments spread over 5, 10, 15, 20 or more years. 





EXAMPLE.—A person aged 40 wishes to purchase a 

£1,000 Ten-year Bond by ten annual Me coer oy and 

provide that the Bond is handed over to his represen 

tatives without further payment should his death ocew 
within the term. 


First Payment 
Nine further Annual Payme nts, 
maximum number payabl 


being 


Deduct Income Tax rebate at 3s. in £1 
up to £7 per cent. of the premium 
(assuming this to be claimable) 


Total net cost of Bond... 


The Bond £1,050 at the end of the ten years, 


and thus s 


yroduces 
hows an investment at the net rate of 44 per 
cent. per annum compound, and in addition there has 
been full insurance protection throughout the ten years. 





ON RECEIPT OF THE FIRST INSTALMENT 

THE BOND IS PURCHASED BY THE SOCIETY 

AND PAID FOR IN FULL, THUS GIVING 

THE COUNTRY IMMEDIATE BENEFIT TO 

THE SAME EXTENT AS IF YOU BOUGHT 
OUTRIGHT. 


the leaflet 
the LEGAL 
ASSURANCE 
E.C.4. 


Full particulars are contained in 
“ Practical Patriotism,” issued by 
AND GENERAL LIFE 
SOCIETY, No. 10, Fleat Street, 


London, 


ASSETS £12,000,000. ESTABLISHED 1836. 
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Current T opics. 


Damages in Undefended Divorce Cases. 

UNDER THE Juries Act, 1918, every action, cause or matter 
in the High Court is to be tried by a judge alone without a 
jury, and the damages are assessed by the judge. But this 
is not to interfere with the right of the parties, under section 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, to have contested 
matters of fact tried by a jury. In undefended cases there is 
of course, no need for a jury under this exception, but it seems 
convenient to have a separate list of undefended cases in which 
Clegg v. Clegg and 
, has intimated that 


28 of the 


damages are claimed, and in a case of 
Bishop (Times, 16th inst.), CoLErIpGE, J 


this should be done. 


The Peace Conference and a League of Nations, 
We HAVE received the first number of League of Nations 
Journal, the organ of the League of Nations Union formed 
by the amalgamation of the League of Nations Society and the 
Free Nations Association. It contains a message 
from Mr. Asqu!ts stating what, in his view, are the practical 
points, negative and positive, to be insisted on—negatively, 
that the proposed League should not aim at or involve the 
suppression or curtailment of the potitical independence of the 
constituent States: nor should it seek to obliterate at all the 
national individualities of the peoples comprising those States, 
but should leave each to pursue its own development; and 
positively, . that it should seek to do for 
the community of nations what 1.w and opinion have already 
ivilized societies—abolish war as a mode of settling 
that for this purpose it should equip itself with the 
machinery for intervention and conciliation for judicial arbi- 
trament in all international differences; and that in the last 
resort its decisions should be armed with the sanction of the 
Common Will, and, if need be, of joint coercive action. Very 
much to the same effect is the pamphlet by General Smuts 
which has just been published—'‘‘ The League of Nations: A 
Programme for the Peace Conference '’—but he requires that, 
0s. the League shall have as its main support a power- 
ful international public opinion, and that the taproot of 
militarism shall be cut by the abolition of conscription. As 
the letter from Mr. Dovectas Gane which we publish eleewhere 
shews, there is an argument against the feasibility of a League 
of Nations founded on the failures of the past, But it is now 
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almost universally recognized that this new stage in civilization 
must be achieved, and, as we gather, it is the intention of 
statesmen of commanding influence that its a hievement shall 
be the fundamental problem of the Peace Conference 


The New Lord Chancellor. 

Pernars THE most interesting of the new Ministerial 
appointments is that of Sir Frepericx Smita to the Woolsack 
Not since the days when Cannine replaced Etpon on the 
Woolsack by Lynpuvurst has there been a Chancellor whose 
career has given occasion for so much varied comment In 
many ways there is an interesting parallel between the two 
Lynpuvrst, like SmitH, was a Conservative whose democratic 
tendencies rendered him always suspect by his own party ; 
and, of course, his somewhat malicious political opponent, 
CaMPBELL, alleged that he had been a Jacobin in his youth. 
The Tory Democracy which SmitH advocated with so much 
enthusiasm in his Oxford days, which he has defended in a 
reasoned treatise, and to which he steadily adhered through 
all the vicissitudes of a stormy Parliamentary career, has like- 
wise exposed him to the suspicion of being a political adven- 
turer with those who cannot understand the unusual or the 
original in politics Like LyYNpHURST, too, SMITH is essen- 
tially a man of genius, and, as such, it was inevitable that the 
etaider portion of the Bar and the House of Commons should 
regard as mere flamboyant rhetoric the touch of imagination 
and the gift of literary allusion in debate which lent a charm 
to the new Lord Chancellor’s oratory in Parliament and at 
the Bar. Genius, moreover, has a tendency to remain for 
ever youthful; it does not mature and grow worldly with the 
years as do more solid and homely types of ability. Hence Sir 
Freperick has retained throughout his career some of the 
juvenile characteristics of his Oxford Union days which the 
man of the world usually discards. Possibly it is this which 
has helped to make him appear almost a boy at the Bar and in 
office—for, after all, a Lord Chancellor of forty-six is not so 
very unique a phenomenon of juven le precocity as some 
criticisms of the new appointment would seem to suggest 
Sir Jonn Sion, the contemporary of Smita at Oxford, at the 
far, and in the Commons—which both entered in 1905 at the 
age of thirty-two—became a Law Officer at thirty-seven, yet 
so great is the difference of manner and style that no one 
thought him unduly young for the post 
Sir Frederick Smith’s Legal Career. 

Str Freperick Smits leapt into general fame when he came 
forward as a daring Parliamentary opponent of Sir Henry 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN at the beginning of the new Parliament 
of 1906. Within a year or two he became the fashionable com- 
mon law advocate, who was retained as a matter of course in 
every cause célébre which could afford a heavy fee. The result 
is that he has come to be regarded as a brilliant jury counsel, 
but not profoundly acquainted with the principles of law. This 
does him an injustice. When called to the Bar he settled 
down to local practice in his native Liverpool, and, although 
destitute of legal or commercial influence, he rapidly built up 
a large commercial practice on the Northern Circuit. As an 
advocate in shipping and mercantile contract cases he was 
exceptionally good—never ingenious or subtle, but always 
founding on sound principle and putting his points forcibly. 
Had not his removal to Londan on his entry into Parliament 
destroyed his Circuit practice and ruined his connection with 
the Liverpool mercantile community, he would probably have 
become a great commercial lawyer rather than a fashionable 
diligent student he undoubtedly was in 
these early days: the text-books he wrote and the high law 
degree he took at Oxford, as well as his Vinerian Scholarship, 
are sufficient evidence of that. But probably long years of 
Parliamentary partisanship, and the difficultv of combining 
and political career with that devoted 


jury advocate A 


an ambitious social 


study of the Reports, which every really first-rate lawyer must 
pursue in his leisure moments if he is not sometimes to give 
himself away in court, have prevented this promising start 
from ripening into the learning which makes the great lawyer. 








Sir Frederick as a Law Officer. 

PROBABLY THIS is the reason why Sir Freperick has not 
been altogether a success as Solicitor-General or as Attorney- 
General. Anxious years of war work and political work, 
added to a growing distaste for the mere minutiz of law, 
have made it difficult for him to master in a day the intricacies 
of Crown practice or t!. bewildering confusion of statutes and 
archiac common law doctrines which arise out of fhe magisterial 
and Local Government cases which have come to form so large 
a portion of a law officer’s work. To master the novel details of 
Crown practice, indeed, generally proves a hard task for the 
ordinary law officer, for most successful common law and 
Chancery practitioners are not familiar with this special sphere 
of legal work. Some great lawyers, indeed, have made very 
third-rate law officers: even such deservedly great successes at 
the Bar and on the Bench as Lord RussEti OF KILLOWEN ani 
Lord Reapine did not shew to their best advantage when 
arguing for the Crown in the Divisional Court, or giving 
opinions on points of Crown law. And Sir FREDERICK 
conduct of Prize cases has, we understand, been prejudiced 
by the putting forward of claims which were not tenable, an‘! 
which in fact proved embarrassing to the Crown. Nor in his 
career so far can it be said that the new Lord Chancellor has 
shewn the possession of the judicial mind. That, however, 
may well develop under the influence of change of scene and 
freedom from the keener forms of political struggle, and at 
any rate he will bring vigour into the conduct of an office 
which, as our summary of it last week shewed, requires ex 
ceptional effort to bring it successfully through the strain of 
pending changes. To return to our comparison with Lord 
Lynpuvurst we hope Sir Freperick may look forward to such 
a scene—‘‘ forty years onward ’’—as that so graphically des 
cribed by Sir Epwarp CLarKE when, referring to Lord Lynp- 
HURST’s last appearance, or nearly so, in the House of Lords, 
he saw ‘‘ to what a height of public dignity and regard it was 
possible for a barrister to rise without the help of ancestral! 
renown or family influence.”’ 


The Use and Abuse of Restrictive Covenants. 

Ir 1s fairly easy to recognise abstract rights; it is by no 
means so easy for poor human nature to act on them in a 
reasonable way, or in the spirit of the times. The consequence 
is that, not infrequently, we find the Legisiature feeling itself 
bound to interfere, and give relief, with the result that the 
several owners of such rights—some of whom have acted quite 
fairly—have imposed upon them harder terms than they would 
have had to concede. We think that, looking at the genius 
and tendency of the age, the time has arrived when lessors 
and their agents must carefully bear this truth in mind. It is 
common knowledge that all over urban England there are very 
numerous cases of untenanted leasehold houses which, having 
gone out of date or out of fashion, require to be converted into 
flats, or to be rebuilt, or turned into shops, to make them sale- 
able or letable. Yet for some reason, best known to them- 
selves, the lessors decline to consent to other houses being 
erected on the vacant, useless ground, or to the premises being 
used otherwise than as private residences, or to any other 
suitable modification. It is extremely hard on a man to be 
thus the victim of fashion, or political or municipal circum- 
stances; any hardship serves, also, to throw disrepute upon 
lessors generally. There will doubtless arise cases where it is 
impossible or inequitable to grant such consent; there the 
lessee must accordingly suffer. It is well established that 
equitable relief against forfeitures will not be granted to one 
who through forgetfulness or carelessness has omitted to obtain 
a consent to an assignment: Barrow v. Isaacs (39 W. R. 338; 
1891, 1 Q. B. 417), Eastern Telegraph Co. v. Dent (1899, | 
Q. B. 835), cf Wilmott v. Barber (15 Ch. Div. 96). These are 
days, however, of sentiment and compromise, and wise lessors, 
a fortiori the generous ones, do not always push their legal 
right on this and other points to their full extent. 


Professional Previsicn. 

Ir BEING, then, admitted that some lessor’s obstinacy oF 
waywardness may occasion ugly results, what lesson should the 
youthful lawyer clean and memorise? 


Surely. that it is for, 
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him, by force, energy and foresight, to win for a client, when 
entering into the contract of demise, better terms, or, if the 
lessor will not give way, not to allow that client to be tempted 
into an improvident arrangement without the fullest know- 
edge and reflection. He who is a myopic pharmacist of forms 
and precedents will doubtless defend himself by the assertion 
that the proposed lease contains nothing more than, in his 
experience, has been quite usual. But such as he are too apt 
to forget that every case has to be attentively considered by 
itself; that there is going on around him much movement in 
the march of time.and progress ; that current history has to be 
studied ; and that, accordingly, one does well to be suspicious 
of the excellence of any lease which had been framed too blindly 
with clauses from an old draft, and which old draft possibly 
may have been drawn on special instructions, or with reference 
to a leasehold of quite a different character, or in quite another 
situation. And it is evident that the tyro will be very un 
wise if he confines these observations exclusively to the pre 
paration of contracts between landlord and tenant. It has 
been well said that he is a poor merchant who is only made 
wise by a bank rout. 


Emergency Relief from Building Agreements. 
AN INTERESTING question as to the construction of the 
Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts was decided by Lusu, J 
in Boyce v. /1ill, which was reported in the December 
Law Reports (1918, 2 K. B. 616). The Act of 1914 excluded 
from its operation contracts for the payment of money made 
after the commencement of the war, including tenancy .con- 
tracts at a yearly rent of £50 and upwards. Further relief 
vas granted by section | of the Act of 1917. By sub-section 1, 
building contracts made before 4th August, 1914, might be 
suspended or annulled by the Court where, owing to the war 
conditions as to the supply of labour or materials, their en 
forcement would cause serious hardship; and then sub-section 
(2) provides for similar relief in the case of ‘‘ any contract what 
soever,’> where serious hardship would result from its enforce- 
ment, the ground of relief in this case being interference under 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, or under the exercise 
of Crown war rights as to the acquisition of property. So far 
there is suggested no doubt as to the various classes of contract 
entitled to relief under these two Acts, the class expressly 
specified in section 1 (2) of the Act of 1917 being of the widest 
possible nature—any contract whatsoever—and the others 
being restricted. But section 1 (3) proceeds to enact that the 
section shall be construed as one with the Act of 1914, and 
hence it might seem to follow that it is restricted to contracts 
in respect of which proceedings can be stayed under that Act 
If so, a tenancy contract made since the war, at a yearly rent 
of £50 and upwards, would be outside it, and no relief could 
be given, although otherwise it might fall within the circum 
stances contemplated by the Act of 1917. Thus, in the present 
case an agreement for a building lease, dated 19th August, 
1914, under which a lease was to be granted at a rent of £955, 
could not be performed owing to the building restrictions, and 
it was contended that it must be treated as a tenancy agree 
ment, and, as such, excluded from the scope of the Act of 1917. 
Lusn, J., however, declined to restrict the Act’ in this way. 
Even assuming—which he did not decide—that the agreement 
was a contract of tenancy, the objects of the later Act required 
that a building agreement of this kind should be included, 
even though it was not within the earlier Act. In other words, 
the provision that the two Acts should be read together did 
not prevent the second Act from having a wider scope than 
the first, and this seems sufficiently reasonable. 


Notices to Quit. 

Ir ts well settled that a notice to quit must be expressed in 
clear and definite language. ‘‘ A notice to quit which is 
optional is not a notice to quit. A notice that a tenant may 
£0 or stay is not a notice to go. It is no more a notice to go 
see per Bramwe tt, L. J.. in Ahearn 
, at p. 205). But the notice’in that case 


| by the further notice that, if the tenant stayed on, an increased 
rent would be payable. This was in effect a notice to deter 
mine the old tenancy, and an offer of a new one. So in Jury 
v Thompson (1895, 1 Q. B. 696) a notice by the tenant that 
he would not be able to stop unless his rent was reduced was 
held to be good. 
What m ght happen afterwards was left as a matter of negotia- 
tion. So again in May vy. Borup (1915, 1 K. B. 831), tenants 
at the earliest possible 


The existing lease was to be determined. 


gave notice to quit the premises 
but intimated that in a certain event 
the notice would be cancelled. 


moment,’ a satisfactory 
reorganization of their business 
The right to cancel was a right which they did not possess, and 
the intimation that they might exercise it did not prejudice 
the validity of the definite notice to quit, which took effect at 
the next period available for it under the tenancy agreement. 
The agreement was for a yearly tenancy determinable by six 
months’ notice given on Ist March or Ist September. The 
notice was given on 23rd December, 1913, and expired there- 
fore six months from Ist March, 1914 In the recent case of 
ly. Child (1918, 2 K. B. 805) there 
was a landlords’ notice to determine the tenancy at Michael 
mas next, unless they see sufficient reason in the meantime to 
change their opinion The tenant was irregular in payment 
of rent, and a previous notice had been withdrawn on pay 
' Here again the notice was definite in the 


Vorfolk ¢ ounty Counce 


ment of rent due. 
first. instance, and was not prejudiced by the suggestion for 

ithdrawal. At the same time, these cases hardly agree with 
the rule that the notice must be clear and definite. At any 
rate, the application of the rule leads, as the event shew, to 
considerable difficulty in practice 


Dividend Warrants and Income Tax. 

Many oF the public are asking, and that constantly and with 
in increasing emphasis, the reason why a statement for reten- 
tion by them never accompanies the warrants for their divi 
dends upon Government stocks. The convenience of furnish 
ing to a stockholder such a statement is sufficiently obvious, 
and becomes even more so Ww hen the stock holder has to render 
and vouch an account to beneficiaries, prepare a return 01 
claim in relation to income taxation, or in the event of his ex 
ecutors desiring to inform themselves accurately of the various 
items of his estate. Does it seem too much to assert that an 
omission to send a detachable statement in these practical days 
exhibits such a neglect of the general convenience of the public 
as almost to amount to an absence of urbanity and courtesy? 
Furthermore, in order to attain the modern business mark 
all such statements, in shape and tenour, should, we feel con 
vinced, be in some one approved form, so that each shall be 
lain man or woman, and also 


comprehensible to the p 
Here we appre 


easily 
readily tied up, and put away, with others 
hend solicitors, and no less stationers who specialize in com 
pany business, could give powerful assistance. We confess 
that. for ourselves, we consider every statement should shew, 
at a glance, the proper and distinguishing description of the 
investment. and the rates and amounts of the dividend, and 
of the income-tax, with the balance payable; and that when 
the somewhat objectionable course of paying the dividend free 
of income-tax is adopted, a note should be added giving what, 
would be the rates of dividend and tax if the more usual course 
had been adopted. For, it can never be forgotten that, what- 
ever was the case in former times, the majority of stock and 
share holders are to-day claiming an abatement of tax paid at 
the source; and that this majority are as children in dealing 
with the numerous rates of an ever-varying tax We 
believe most firmly that there prevails among the public an 
uniformity in opinion respecting the desirability, and con 
venience. of a standardization, and of a great simplicity and 
lucid‘ty, in the statements in question, and we trust that very 
soon we h ill have to welce me the day when, in t] e ecretarial 


profession, an unanimity of practice exists 


The Rule of the Road. 
THp PROPRIETY of the rule of the road—or, as it might 
better be called. the etiquette of the road—having caused of 








late some controvers ! t 


1¢ more interesting to recall that, 
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in cases of negligence, it is not deemed to be obligatory, and 
generauy oniy evidence as against the driver 
or rider hot Observing it, As the Court very justly points out 
in Wdayde v. Carr (2 VD. & Ky. 400), in crowded streets situa- 
tions and circumstances may irequentily arise when a deviation 
from this law would be not only justifiable, but absolutely 
And when meeting or passing a pedestrian, horse- 


UlsOUeCUICLCe is 


necessary. 
man or carriage, drivers may go on whichever side they like, 
the rule of the road not applying at all in the case of ‘a foot 
passenger: Cotterill v. Starkey (8 C. & P. 694) If, how- 
ever, in riding or driving a person chooses not to keep to the 
proper side ot the road, he must exercise the more care and 
maintain a better look-out: Pluckwell v. Wilson (5 C. & P. 
275). Apart from this, the Highway Act, 1835, penalizes a 
driver who does not keep to the left side when meeting, though 
not, it seems, one who does not keep to the right when passing 
(5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50, 6. 78). 
t 

The_Rule of the Sidewalk.| 

ForRMERLY OF less moment was, but now, with more crowded 
thoroughfares and less courteous manners, of equal interest is, 
the rule of the footway that educated persons are in the habit 
of observing. It is certainly regarded as much less obligatory, 
though not less for the general convenience, than the rule of 
the road; yet, in a case of assault or negligence, should, we 
apprehend, have equivalent weight. Everyone will readily 
admit that the roadway is a way for a pedestrian as well as 
for horses, carriages, and motor-cars; but everyone may not 
be prepared at once to recognize the fact that a pedestrian, 
even an aged or infirm pedestrian, having a right to walk if he 
please in the road, is entitled to the exercise of reasonable 
care, on the part of the rider or driver, to avoid a colfision 
whenever he so walks: Boss v. Litton (5 C. & P. 407), or when 
ever he crosses the road: Votterill v. Starkey (8 C. & P. 694). 
He does not walk in, or cross, the road at his peril entirely. 
Indeed, it has been ruled that where a driver fails to pull up 
in time to avoid an assault because his reins break, he still 
remains liable, as he is bound to have proper tackle: Cotterill 
v. Starkey (ubi. sup.)—a ruling it is well to make a note of in 
these days of fast cars and amateur drivers. It would, how- 
ever, be going too far to conclude from these decisions that 
a pedestrian is exempt from taking due caution to avoid 
vehicles. We need, in conclusion, hardly remind those of our 
readers who are interested in the subject that the Highway 
Act, 1835, gave many useful protective rights, and that pro- 
ceedings in relation thereto may be instituted by any member 
of the public (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50, s. 72). 





Laws and Proclamations of the 


German Provisional Governments.’ 


By Caartes Henry Husericu, J.U.D., D.C.L., LL.D., of 
the United States Supreme Court Bar; and RicHarp 
KinG, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, London. 


I. 


Tue action of the German National Congress of Workmen’s 
and Soldiers’ Councils on 18th December in transferring legis- 
lative and executive power to the Moderate Socialists as repre- 
sented by the Esert Government, until further arrangements 
are made by the National Assembly to be elected on 19th Janu- 
ary, may be regarded as a formal recognition of the Provisional 
Government set up on 9th November, 1918. 

It is the purpose of these articles to give the provisions of the 
principal enactments and manifestoes of this Government as 
published in the German Official Gazette’ up to 30th Novem- 
ber, 1918, the date of the last number received at the time of 

1 Thies article, in slightly modified form, also appears in The Nation 
(New York). Copyright, 1918, by the Nation Press, Inc 

2 ‘Lhe Official Gazette changed its official title with the number dated 
12th November, 1918. It ig now called ‘‘ Imperial Gazette and Pruesian 


State Gazette, ’ instead of ‘‘ Imperial Gazette and Royal Prussian State 
No issue appeared on 11th November 


Gazette. 





the present writing, together with the concluding acts of the 
preceding Government jeading up to the transition. 

Ihe mutary reverses beginuing in July, general weariness 
of war and internal economic conditions, reached a climax in 
the last days of October. ‘The debates in the Reichstag became 
increasingly acrimonious, the Radicals expressing freely their 
demands tor peace and for the abdication of the Kaiser. 
LUDENDORFF’S resignation came too late ; the troops demanded 
peace and demobilization. The Kiel mutiny was symptomatic 
of the condition of the entire country. The Kaiser gave 
assurances of reform in a decree dated 28th October, 1Y18, 
but not published until six days later. Military commanders 
attempted to repress the revolutionary movement by force 
The Ufficial Gazette of 7th November contains an order of 
General von LinsincGen, Commander-in-Chief in the Mark 
srandenburg : — 

In certain circles the intention exists, in disregard of legal pro 
visions, to establish workmen's and soldiers’ councils in the Russian 
form. 

Such institutions are contrary to the existing form of the State, 
and are a menace to public security. 

Under section 9 (b) of the law concerning a State of Siege, I 
forbid the formation of such associations and any participation 
therein. 

Meanwhile the final Note of President Wixson of 5th Nov- 
ember, 1918, had been received, and on the following day the 
Imperial Chancellor, Prince Max of Baden, issued an 
announcement of the acceptance of the terms, and appealed 
to the people to preserve order and unity* :— 

President WiLson replied to-day to the German Note, and stated 
that his Allies have agreed to the fourteen points under which he 
subsumed his conditions of peace in January of the present year, 
with the exception of the freedom of the seas, and stated that the 
conditions of the armistice would be communicated by Marshal 
Focu. The bases for the negotiations for peace and for an armis 
tice are thereby given. In order to put an end to the bloodsned 
the German delegates were appointed to-day, and have left for the 
west for the purpose of concluding an armistice and of taking up 
peace negotiations 

The successful carrying out of the negotiations is seriously im 
peded by disturbances and other undisciplined conduct. 

For over four years the German nation has borne the greatest 
sufferings and sacrifices of the war in unity and in calm. If the 
national strength should give way at the critical time, in which 
only unquestioned unity of the entire German nation can ward off 
grave future dangers, the results cannot Le foreseen 

The maintenance of the order hitherto preserved by voluntary 
self-control in this critical time is an absolute demand that every 
popular Government must make. / 

Let every citizen, therefore, be conscious of the high responsi 
bility owed by him to his nation in the fulfilment of this duty. 

The Imperial Chancellor, 


‘ 6th November, 1918. Prince Max of Baden. 


On the following day an Ordinance was issued‘ regulating 
economic demobilization, the employment of soldiers, the 
change of industries from a war to a peace basis, and the em- 
ployment of women. 

The establishment of a Moderate Government was 
attempted, but finally the demands of the extreme Socialist 
groups were met and places in the Government assigned to 
members of this group. Actual fighting occurred in Berlin 
and in other cities. 

ABDICATION OF THE KAISER. 

On 9th November, 1918, the Imperial Chancellor, Prince 
Max, issued a statement published in the Official Gazette of 
that date: — 

The Emperor and King has decided to renounce the throne. | 

Che Imperial Chancellor remains in office until the questions 
irising out of the abdication of the Emperor, the renunciation 
the throne by the Crown Prince of the German Empire and Prussia, 
and the establishment of a Regency have been settled. 

The Imperial Chancellor intends to propose to the Regent the 
appointment of Deputy Esert as Imperial Chancellor and the enact- 
ment of a law for the immediate helding of general elections for 
a German national constitutional convention, charged with the duty 
to determine finally the future State form of the German p ’ 
including such peoples as may desire admission into the Empire. 

This statement was heralded as an abdication of the Kaiset. 
Under German constitutional law, it was without any |! 

aa 





T Official Gazette, 7th November, 1918 
4 Official Gazette, 9th November, 1918 
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effect. It was a mere declaration of an intention on the part 
of the Kaiser, and a declaration made not by himself but by 
a third person. The constitution of the German Empire 


merely provides that the presidency of the Empire is vested 


in the King of Prussia. 
and abdication are determined by Prussian constitutional! law 
and by the Royal House laws. Neither of these contains any 
provision in regard to abdication, but it conceded by all 
authorities that the right to abdicate exists. The right is, 
however, a non-delegabie, highly personal right, and is limited 
in its exercise to the right of the incumbent to renounce his 
own rights. The abdication must be absolute and uncon- 
ditional, and there is no right either to renounce in favour of 
a particular person or in any way to effect the right of the legal 
successor to the throne. Upon the abdication of the King, 
the person next in line of succession becomes King of Prussia. 
The real abdication of the Kaiser is contained in the instru- 
ment dated 28th November, 19185: — 
I hereby renounce for all time the rights to the Crown of Prussia 

and the rights to the German Imperial Crown connected therewith 


At the same time I absolve all officials of the German Empire 
and of Prussia, as well as all commissioned and non-commissioned 


All questions relating to succession 


officers and men of the nu of the Prussiar army, and of the 
troops belonging to the federal contingents, from the oath of 
allegiance given me as their Emperor, King and Commander-in 
Chief. I expect ¢ f them that, until the reconstitution of the Ger 


man Empire, they will assist the persons exercising de facto the 


powers of Government in protecting the German people against the 

imminent dangers of anarchy, famine, and foreign domination 
Witness our own signature and Imperial seal hereto affixed. 
Dated, Amerongen, 28th November, 1918 WILHELM 


The abdication of 28th November is absolute and uncon- 
ditional, as is also the renunciation by the Crown Prince, 
FREDERICK WILLIAM, dated Ist December, 1918. The legal 
effect under German constitutional law (of the old regime) is 
to vest the right to the Prussian throne and with it to the 
Imperial throne in the eldest son of Freperick WILLIAM. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF THE EBERT GOVERNMENT 
On 9th November, 1918, Esert became Imperial Chancellor, 
and on the same day he issued the following manifesto® : — 





action must usually be negligence with regard to the particular 
crossed cheque for which the true owner seeks to hold the 
banker liabie. Occasionally, however, a banker may be held 
ie to the true owner when the hegiigence in rece Ving pay- 
} ment for his customer occurs antec edentiy to the receipt of the 
ieque in question. Two Australian cases of recent date are 
of considerable practical interest to bankers and their advisers 
in this connect:on In both cases the true owner of the crossed 
yught to make the bank to whom it was paid liable 
tor its conversion. The negligence alleged was negligence in 
opening the customer’s account In one case the true owner 
succeeded in his action, in the other he failed. The circum- 
stances of the two cases were almost exactly similar, the only 
substantial difference being that in one the customer’s account 
was opened with a sum represented by cash, in the other with 
In each case 
a gross fraud had been practised on the bank concerned. Both 
cases came before the Supreme Court of New South Wales on 
appeal from the trial judge, and were decided on the same 
day. A brief account of the circumstances of each case will 
hew the point of view taken by the Court on the subject of the 
negligence ’’ alleged against the banks. 

The first case is Aendall vy. London Bank of Australia (1918, 
i8 State Reports, 394) The plaintiff sent by post to the Com- 
missioners of Taxation a cheque for £83 odd in payment of 
nis income-tax. 


Cait {ec 


a sum represented by cash and crossed cheques. 


This cheque was made payable to ‘50 or 


bearer,’’ and crossed generally. The cheque was stolen before 
it reached the Commissioners, and although sent by post it 
was not drawn in accordance with the Commissioners’ require- 
ments, which were that cheques should be made payable to 
them and crossed ‘‘ not negotiable.’’ The Court held that 
under these circumstances the plaintiff was the true owner of 
the cheque, and entitled to sue the defendant bank for its 
conversion. The principal defence of the defendant bank 
was that they were protected by the enactment corresponding 
with section 82 of the English Bills of Exchange Act, as having 
t ved payment for a customer ‘‘ without negligence.’’ What 
had happened was this: A man named Howarp had on 5th 
June opened an account with the defendant bank by paying in 
£5 in notes and four crossed cheques—£204 odd in all. 
HowarRpD was a etranger to the bank, and no inquiries were 
made about him, but the money and cheques tendered were 
accepted, and the account opened at once. On the next day 
(6th June), Howarp paid in to his recently opened account 
the plaintiff’s cheque for £83 odd, the subject of the action, 














The new Government has taken over the administration of affai 
in order to preserve the German people from civil war and famine 
and to enable it to realise its just claims to self-determinatior 
This task the Government can fulfil only if all officials in the cities 
and in the rural districts will lend it a helping hand. 

I know that it will be difficult for many to work together with 
the officials who have undertaken to administer the Empire, but I 
appeal to their love for our people. If the organization should fail 
in this hour of need, Germany will sink 1 anarchy and untold 
misery 

Therefore, assist me in laLouring for the Fatherland by con 
tinuing to work fearlessly and unwearily, each man at his post 
until the hour of relief sha come 


The Imperial Chancellor, 
EBERT 
Berlin, 9th November, 1918 


(To be continued. ) 


Banker’s ‘‘ Negligence ” in Receiving 
Crossed Ch: que. 


By section 82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, a banker 
who ‘‘ without negligence’’ receives payment of a crossed 
cheque for a customer is not liable to the true owner merely 
for receiving payment. The ‘‘ negligence’’ here mentioned, 
which will. make the banker liable when he might otherwise 
escape liability, is negligence of the interests of the true owner 
of the cheque, not negligence of the interests of his customer 
This was laid down by Denman, J., as long ago as 1885, and 
approved by the Court of Appeal: Bissell vy. Fox (51 L. T. 663, 
53 L. T. 193). More recently the same view was taken by 
Kennepy, J., in the Commercial Court: Hannan’s Lake Vieu 
Central v. Armstrong & Co. (1900, 5 Com. Cas. 188). This 
being so, the negligence (if any) that is shewn in such a trans- 





with other cheques. Howarp had no authority from the Com- 
missioners to deal with the cheque, and was in fact not known 
to them. At the trial evidence for the plaintiff was given by 
bank managers and aceountants to the effect that it was not 
the practice with banks other than the defendant bank to open 
an account with a stranger who paid in crossed cheques at 
once The trial judge held that the defendant had not re- 
ceived payment of the cheque ‘without negligence,’’ and 
judgment was given for the plaintiff. On appeal the Supreme 
Court (by majority) refused to disturb this judgment. The 
point argued at greatest length, and on which the Court was 
not unanimous, was that relating to negligence. It was urged 
that negligence with respect to the plaintiff’s cheque must be 
shewn in order to fix the bank with liability, and not merely 
negligence in opening the customer’s account. The majority 
of the Court held, however, that the circumstances of the 
opening of the account on the day preceding the payment in 
of the plaintiff’s cheque must all be looked at in cx nsidering 

B'ssell vy. Fox (supra) does not 
seem to have been cited. Even the dissenting judge (FErcu- 
son, J.), who held that there had not been negligence, agreed 


the question of negligence 


that the circumstances of the opening of the account must be 
looked at. but he declined to see in these circumstances suffi- 


‘ent evidence of negligence to fix the bank with liability. 
The second case is Vommissioners of Taxation v. English, 


Scottish and Australian Bank (1918, 18 State Reports, 417). 
In this case also a taxpayer's cheque had been stolen, and the 


: same fraud practised on the defendant bank as on the bank 


5 Official Gazette, 3th November, 1918 Non-official part 
6 Official Gazette, 12th November, 1918 


The cheque, however, had not been sent 


n Ae dall’4 case 
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by post, but delivered at the Commissioners’ office, and the 
plaintifis were held to be the true owners of the cheque, and. 
entitled to sue in respect of it. The amount of the cheque in 
the present case was £786 odd, and it was paid into the de- 
fendant bank on 8th June by a man named THatton, who 
(though a stranger to the bank) had on the previous day (7th 
June) opened an account with the bank by paying in £20 in 
notes. No evidence was given by experts as to banking prac- 
tice in opening accounts (as had been done in Aendall’s case), 
and the trial judge held there had been no evidence of negli- 
gence to oust the bank’s right of protection under section 82 
Judgment was therefore given for the defendant bank On 
appeal the Supreme Court (again by a majority) affirmed this, 
the majority holding that no negligence had been proved on 
the part of the bank. The dissenting judge (in this case SLy, 
J.) thought there had been the same kind of negligence as in 
Kendall’ s and that it no difference whether an 
account was opened by payment in of cash or of cheques. Singu- 
larly enough, Fercuson, J. (the dissenting judge in Aendall’s 
case), also seems to have thought that the question of. negli- 
gence was not affected by the mere circumstance that cheques 
had been paid in on the opening of the account Thus, two of 
the three judges. though differing as to the fact of negligence, 
were in agreement in thinking that it was not important on the 
question of negligence whether an account was opened with 
cash or_with cheques. Ultimately, the defendant 
bank in the (‘ommissioners of Tavation’s case did escape lia- 
bility only because the plaintiffs failed at the trial to bring 
forward any expert evidence that it was unusual for a bank 
to allow a stranger to open an account with cash only without 


Case, made 


howev er, 


making any inquiries about him 








The Ascertainment of Classes of 
( hildren. 


WueEnre a testator makes a bequest in favour of children of 
another person, A., the question has frequently been raised 
at what date the class of such children is to be ascertained. So 
long as A. is living, the class might be supposed to be capable of 
increase, and, if the class is subject to a qualification—if, for 
instance, the gift is to children who attain twenty-one—the 
class would not be ascertained until there was no possibility of 
more children attaining this age But the Courts have shrunk 
from an indefinite postponement of the ascertainment of the 
shares in such cases, and have, on what has been said to be the 
ground of convenience, fixed the date when a distribution 
should take place as that when the possible class is to be ascer- 
tained and the admission into it of further members excluded. 
‘* The law, said StranGce, M.R., in Hlorsley v. Vhaloner (2 


to the children of the spouses, and in general there would 
be no reason for applying the rule owing to the life estates in 
the parents. As soon as either parent was dead there would 
be no chance of further increase of the class. But where under 
a settlement there is a provision in favour of the children of 
1 third person, the same considerations of convenience arise 
as in the case of a will, and accordingly the rule applies: Ke 
Anapp's Settlement (1894, 1 Ch. 9). 

The rule in question, however, since it conflicts with the 
primary meaning of the words used, and, perhaps, because it 
is thought to defeat the intention of testators, is not applied 
unless it is necessary: see per Buck.ey, J., in Re Stephens 
(1904, 1 Ch. 324). In that case there was a direction to accu 
mulate the fund after the date at which the eldest child 
attained twenty-one, so that the divisible fund was not known 
at that date. Hence one of the grounds of the rule—that the 
eldést child when he attains twenty-one is entitled to have his 
share ascertained—did not exist. So in Watson v. Young 
(28 Ch. D. 436), Pearson, J., said: —‘‘ In the present case, 
where there is an accumulation directed, and no one can, there- 
fore, enter into the actual enjoyment of his share until the 
period of accumulation has come to an end, I do not see that 
there is any consideration of convenience, or of lesser incon- 
venience, which obliges me to shut up the class until the 
period of accumulation comes to an end.’’ 

In some cases, also, it has been held that an advancement 
clause may shew that the testator contemplated benefits to 
children generally, and hence the rule has been excluded. In 
Iredell v. Iredell (No. 2) (25 Beav. 485) there was a bequest 
in trust for all the sons and daughters of A., B. and C. (who 
were living) who should attain twenty-one, and there were 
powers of advancement and maintenance in favour of these 
children whether they should or should not have attained that 
age. Hence, as Romitty, M.R., pointed out, the testatrix 
contemplated that these clauses should apply to cases after a 
child had attained twenty-one—that is, after the very period 
at which, according to the principle of Andrews v. Partington, 
the child would be entitled to payment of his share. Again, 
in Bateman vy. Gray (L. R. 6 Eq. 215), a gift to all the chil- 
dren of A. ‘‘ now or hereafter to be born who shall attain the 
age of twenty-one years,’’ was followed by a power of advance- 
ment out of the vested or presumptive share of any object of 
the gift The same learned judge, then Lord Romi ty, 
M.R., observed that the word ‘‘ vested ’’ was very strong, and 
held that all the children must be let in. In Gimblett v 
Purton (L. R. 12 Eq. 427) there was a power of maintenance 
out of presumptive shares only, and hence the two cases just 
cited were not directly applicable; but Mains, V.C., sa d 
that if there had been a clause of advancement similar to that 
in Bateman v. Gray (supra), he would have declined to follow 
that decision, since it tended ‘‘ to throw a doubt upon a rule 





Ves. 8., p. 84), ‘‘ sees no impossibility in having children at any 
number of years ; and the not keeping demands of this sort open 
has very properly induced the Court to confine this to such 
children as were in being at the death of the testator, when 
the number is known, and the proportions they are entitled to, 
and the time when to receive it.’’ 

The above applies to a case where there is no ground for post 
poning the distribution till a date than the death; 
and not to a where there is a prior life interest 
or a condition as to attainment of a given age The 
latter case occurred in Andrews v. Partington (3 Bro 
C. C. 401), which is usually referred to as the leading 
authority on the subject Lorp Tuurtow, C., is there 
reported to have said that, where a time for payment was 
pointed out, as where a legacy is given to all the children of 
A. when they should attain twenty-one, it was too late to say 
that the time so pointed out should not regulate among what 
children the distribution should be made. It must be among 
the children in esse at the time the eldest attains such age ; and 
the report continues: ‘‘ He said he had often wondered how 


later 


case 


it came to be so decided, there being no greater inconvenience 
in the case of a devise than in that of a marriage settlement, 
where nobody doubts that the same expression means all the 
This last observation appears, however, to refer 





children.’’ 


which is as well settled as any rule of interpretation in the 
courts.”’ Bateman v. Gray he described as a frittering down 
of the rule. In Re Courtenay (74 L. J. Ch. 654) Kexewics, 
J., appears to have agreed with the Vice-Chancellor in prin- 
ciple, but to have dissented in practice, on the ground that 
the exception in /rede/l vy. Iredell (supra) and Bateman v 
Gray had been too long established to be overruled. A cord- 
ingly he held that a power of advancement out of presumptive 
or vested shares, since it was exercisable after the eldest child 
had attained twenty-one, took the case out of the rule and 
let in children born after that date. In the recent case of 
Re Deloitte (ante, p. 178; Weekly Notes, 1918, p. 375), where 
also there was an advancement clause referring to presumptive 
or vested shares, the Court of Appeal reversed the decision 
of SarGaNnT, J., who had considered himself bound by Iredell 
vy. Iredell and Bateman v. Gray. In the Court of Appeal 
Iredell v. Iredell were distinguished on the ground that the 
reference there to advancement after attaining twenty-one 
clearly conflicted with the application of the rule in Andrews 
vy. Partington. As to the use of the words ‘‘ presumptive oF 
vested.’’ reference must be made to the facts of the present 
case. Two legacies were in question, one of £4,000, which was 
subject to the interest of a tenant for life who was still living, and 
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another of £3,000, in which there was no such prior interest. 
The question, therefore, only concerned the legacy of £3,000. 
But in applying to the two legacies the words ‘‘ presumptive or 
vested,’’ it was, in the opinion of the Court of Appeal, possible 
to confine the word ‘‘ vested’’ to the £4,000, and hence as 
regards the £3,000, the ratio decidendi of Iredell v. Tredell 
(supra) was excluded. Consequently it was immediately pay- 
able to the only existing child on his attaining twenty-one. 
Such at least appears to have been the ground of the decision, 
though, in fact, it is a little difficult to say exactly how Bate- 
man v. Gray now stands. The matter is one of those on which 
the Courts, perhaps necessarily, are guided by very minute 
distinctions. 





Reviews. 
Legal Duaries. 


Tue Lawyer's ComPANION AND Diary AND LoNDON AND Pro 
vincrAL Law Drrectory ror 1919, with Tastes or Costs, 
&e., &c. Edited by E. Layman, B.A., Barrister - at - Law. 
Seventy-third Annual Issue. Stevens & Sons, Limited ; Shaw & 
Sons. 


Tue Souicrrors’ Diary, ALMANAC, AND Lecat Directory, 1919 
CONTAINING AN EXcetLent Diary FoR EACH Day IN THE 
Year, TREATISES ON THE Stamp Act anp on Estate, Sut 
CESSION AND Lecacy Duties, &c., &c. The Treatises on 
Oaths, Solicitors’ Charges, and Death Duties are revised by 
topertT CARTER, Solicitor. Seventy-fifth year of publication. 
Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

Tue Lecat Drary AND ALMANAC, 1919. Fortieth year of publica- 
tion. Waterlow Bros. & Layton (Limited). 


Each of these diaries comes full of information to guide the 
practitioner through the difficulties of another year, and to enable 
him to keep a daily record as the year progresses. The Lawyer's 
Companion and Diary contains a Directory of London and Pro- 
vincial barristers and solicitors, and, in addition to much other 
matter, lists of costs in the Supreme Court, in bankruptcy, and in 
the county courts, various computation tables, an alphabetical list 
of the principal practical statutes, and details of stamp duties, 
income tax, death duties, and land value duties 


The Solicitors’ Diary, Almanac and Legal Directory includes in 
the Directory particulars as to Irish and Scottish solicitors, though 
we imagine the lists are not meant to be complete, and the part 
dealing with the costs under the Solicitors Remuneration Act and 
Order, and the cases relating to them, are clearly and usefully 
summarized or referred to; and there is a convenient table of 
offences and penalties under the Solicitors Acts. Special care is 
devoted also to presenting the stamp duties and death duties in 
such a form as to afford ready information 


The Legal Diary and Almanac appends to its legal directory a 
list of country solicitors with their respective towns—a very useful 
feature—and attention may be directed to the information as to 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and the procedure thereunder, and 
to the lists of the Judges and other officials of the Courts, and 
judicial officers, throughout the country ; also to the pages dealing 
with company matters. Each of the diaries doubtless has its own 
favourers—due to experience of successive editions—but to new 
comers to the profession a choice may be hard to make. 


Books of the Week. 


International Law.—The Classics of International Law 
General Editor of the Series, James Brown Scorr. Tractatus De Bello, 

Represaliis et De Duello. By Grovannt Da Lecxano. Edited by 
Tomas Erskine Howtanp, K.C. Printed for the Carnegie Institu 
fion of Washington at the Oxford University Press 42s. 6d. net 
($13.00). . 


Grotius Sox iety Publications. No. 1. International Rivers—a Mono 
Staph Based on Diplomatic Documents. By G. Karckenserck, B.C.L., 
With an introductory Note by Henry Gowupy, D.C.L. With maps 
“companying. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Tithe Rent Charge Table. Eighty-third annual issue. By 
ML1AM Mittarp, LL.B., F.S.8. Shaw & Sons. 1s 


Percy 


“Law Notes” : Refreshers on Recent Legislation. An alphabetical 
t of the more important legislation during the war years. By 
Editor of ‘“‘ Law Notes.” ‘“ Law Notes” Publishing Offices. 6s 


Correspondence. 


A League of Nations: The Standpoint of 
Precedent. 
"To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—It must be taken as a part of probability that many im- 
probable things will happen This declaration of Aristotle's 
recurs to the mind when the difficulties inherent in the formation 
and compels respect for 
Professor Oppenheim’'s schem i so ably summarize and 
review At the same time, all history is against the success of 
such an institution, for the simple reason that there is no authority 
competent to enforce the adhesion of its naturally divergent parts. 
The nearest approach to the exercise of a judicial control over 
nations occurred when the Pope, on the discovery of the new 
world, through the religious supremacy he exercised over Catholic 
communities, averted a fratricidal strife between Spain and 
Portugal, the two Naval Powers of the time, and brought about a 
partition of the unexplored regions under the memorable treaty of 
Tordesillas, a treaty the provisions of which with such associations 
throughout 


of a League of Nations stand in review, 
which ve 


were observed 
It is the want of an authority such as this that renders the 
League of Nations for the preservation of the 
The British Empire is a 
League of Nations, but it is a natural growth, and it is doubtful 
whether it admits of imitation in the form of a machine. More- 
over, the British Empire is the standing proof that a League of 
Nations physically apart, even when owing a common allegiance, 
s capable of unity only on a basis of freedom in its inner rela- 
tions At the Berlin Congress, the subject, in substance if not in 
name, was fully debated and in the end abandoned as impracticable. 
Prince Gortchacow, the Russian Minister, asked for the guarantee 
of the Powers, parties to the Congress, to the execution of its 
and the President replied that, while the Congress 
did not intend to produce an inefficacious work and all ought to 
watch over and control the execution of its stipulations, he did not 
believe it was possible to find a formula that would guarantee 
Europe absolutely against the recurrence of those matters which 
had disturbed her, and that, if the Powers engaged themselves 
they would risk the provocation 
themselves of grave disunion And he added that the 
ild perform only a human work, subject, like every 
the fluctuation of events 


ce neeption ot a 
world’s peace the despair of statesmen 


resolutions, 


jointly to use force at need 
amongst 
Congress co 
other, to 
Proposals were then invited, and, at a subsequent meeting, two 
were discussed. one submitted by Russia and the other by Austria, 
ind the P rded the fact and 
Before these decisions were reached, however, 
isked whether the 
of employing a foreign force in case the treaty 
rried into effect, and the President stated that in his 
pinion that could not be the case, for the Powers engaged them- 
nly to an “ active superintendence,”’ to be followed 
of need, by diplomatic 
In a rudimentary form the League of Nations came into existence 
in connection with the Eastern Question when Russia, France, 
Italy, Germany, Austria-Hungary and Great Britain were consti- 
tuted the Protecting Powers of Crete. The record of that melan- 
choly experiment offers little encouragement to those who would 
found the European equilibrium on ogganized concerted action 
And if anyone seeks to discover the limits of diplomatic futility 
under such conditions, let him read the official correspondence that 
passed between the Powers on the subject of the pacification of the 
island throughout the year 1897, and which by the end of it had 
led to nothing. 

Statesmen are practical men. They deal with affairs according 
to business methods and do not live in a land of dreams. They 
have taken up this idea of a League of Nations, preeminently a 
Utopian one. But why have they done so? They have promised 


but neither were wecepted resident re 
the matter dr pped 
Lord Salisbury had 
im] lied the 


were not « 


terms of the proposition 


necessity 
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Will the League, in that event, be found to cover all requirements 
and answer public expectations as the embodiment of all guaran 
tees? History has its lesson in this connection. On the making 
of the Peace of Utrecht guarantees were neither given nor sought 
The Wars of the Spanish Succession were fought to prevent the 
union, attempted by Louis XIV., of the crowns of France and 
Spain on the same head, and if ever there was a case calling for 
guarantees that was one. The public were in fact led to expect 
them, and, in consequence of the omission to obtain them, dissatis 
faction was rife in the country, for we were thought to have thrown 
away in diplomacy what we had gained in war. As shewing the 
feeling of the time. Lord Bolingbroke wrote in this connection to 





a member of the Government: “For God's sake, dear Mat, hide 
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the nakedness of thy country, and give the best turn thy fertile 
brain will furnish thee with to the blunders of thy countrymen, 
who are not much better politicians than the French are poets.” 
And when peace was at length signed and the nation had had time 
for reflection, so strong did feeling become that a Committee of 
Secrecy was appointed to investigate the matter under Sir Robert 
Walpole, and, as shewn in the lengthy and instructive report 
issued on 9th June, 1715, the result of this was general censure of 
the Ministers concerned. 

The fault of Ministers lay, not in their failure to impose guaran- 
tees, but in allowing opinion to prevail that guarantees could add 
anything to the security the war had given. As a matter of fact 
the security was already there, produced by the war: for by it 
Louis's spirit had been chastened and his power reduced, and the 
treaty had only to register accomplished facts. From this his- 
torical instance it may be inferred that, if guarantees are now 
required of Germany, none will suffice that do not make the 
chastening of the German spirit and the reduction of German 
power preliminary thereto. But if these conditions are satisfied, 
guarantees are rendered unnecessary, and the League of Nations, 
at least as a repressive instrument, becomes a work of supereroga- 
tion 

Sut, so imposed, the League may prove the very negation of 
European safeguards, and the rules and regulations by which 
Professor Oppenheim would bind the League may, as they grow 
irksome, constitute fetters that will render inevitable the failure 
of its purpose. Divide et impera. No wonder the conception of a 
League is acceptable to Germans, for, as one extreme begets the 
other, they reckon to plant in a soil so congenial for the fostering 
of Machiavellian intrigue the seeds of a division more inveterate 
than any to which the nations concerned would otherwise be 
The issue seems likely to reside in a conflict of British 
and American notions of political amalgamation with their 
written and unwritten bases of constitution respectively : and, from 
the elasticity that marks it, it is to be hoped that the Peace dele- 
gates will take the British for their model, for only by moderating 
their resort to formula will they give any degree of safety and 
permanence to the institution they create. With no authority to 
bind, it is in the spirit rather than in the letter that foundations 
for their structure will be found. Doveras M, GANt 

106, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 3, 10th January, 1919 


exposed. 


A Soldier's Will. 

1To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—In your last issue you published the soldier's will, in 
doggerel rhyme, of Private Stanley F. Woodburn, which reads as 
follows 

My belongings I leave to my next of kin, 
My purse is empty, there’s nothing in ; 

My uniform, rifle, pack and kit 

I leave to the next poor devil ’twill fit ; 

But if this war I manage to clear 

I'll keep it myself for a souvenir.” 

It may interest your readers to learn under what circumstances 
it was deemed advisable to apply for probate of the document. 

It was submitted to us by the deceased’s parents, who stated 
that the War Office had intimated their opinion that the document 
constituted a will, as it was written at the back of the soldier's 
pay book on the special sheet provided for the making of a soldier's 
will Of course, the obvious question immediately arose as to 
whether there was any testamentary intention on the part of the 
deceased, or whether he simply gave expression to his sense of 
humour in composing the doggerel. Did the first line of the verse 
operate as a bequest, or did it only convey the deceased's intention 
to allow his estate to be distributed amongst his next of kin as 
in an intestacy? However, will or no will, the result was the 
same, as there was no real estate and the father as next of kin took 
the whole and it was only an academic point 
whether he took under a will or an intestacy. Accordingly there 
seemed to be no reason why the father of the deceased should take 
upon himself the responsibility of swearing that the deceased died 
intestate, and under all the circumstances it was considered advis- 
able to apply for probate and to treat the document as constituting 

vill. 
Had the deceased possessed realty or had his next of kin been 
other than his father, your readers will no doubt readily see that 
very interesting points might have arisen which would have afforded 
od material for a most useful and enlightening article in your 
Epwarp H. Coox, Parrerson & Co. 


of the personalty 


mirable paper 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool, 14th January, 1919 


Estate Duty and Investigation of Title. 
[T. the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—I should be much obliged if any of your readers will favour 
me with their suggestions as to the duty and responsibility of a 
solicitor or conveyancing counsel who finds when examining a title 
on behalf of a purchaser that the estate duty paid on a grant of 
probate on administration is prima facie insufficient. Thus, sup- 
posing the purchase is of a leasehold house for £1,200, it may 
appear from the probate which was granted (say) in 1917 of the 
wiil of a former owner, that his gross personal estate was sworn at 
£750 only and paid estate duty on that basis. 

Am I or am I not to assume that his executors caused a proper 
valuation to be made, and that the officers who collected the duty 
and issued the grant acted regularly in all respects? If the 
probate or administration is the last link in the chain of title, 
then of course the vendor who is (generally) the personal represen- 
tative can be interrogated and asked to satisfy the purchaser that 
proper valuations were made and accepted ; but if the “link’”’ is 
further back, then it is difficult to see how the vendor can be 
compelled to produce the accounts or to pay the additional duty 
or to furnish evidence of its payment. And in the latter case if I 
im compelled to rely on the probate or administration (say a 
year hence) in proceedings to defend the title or otherwise, shall I 
not be in a position of serious difficulty if the deficiency makes the 
instrument inadmissible in evidence? I cannot find any statement 
in the valuable treatises of Mr. Dart or Mr. Williams dealing with 
this topic. An IntsH ConveYaNcer. 
Dublin, January, 1919. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


JOHN CHARLES & SON v. CORY. No.1. 13th January 
Practice—Action Remittrep to Counry Court—Ctaim ORIGINALLY 
Exceepinc £100—JupGMENT Sicnep ror Part Unper Orper 14— 
Leave To Derenp ror BaLtance Unper £100—‘‘ Payment, Apmuttep 
Set-orr on OrHerwise ’’—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. 
© 43), s. 65. 

Where an action of contract was brought for a sum exceeding £100, 
and judgment was signed for the pla.ntiff for the bulk of the amount; 
under order 14, leave being given to the defendant to defend as to 
the balance of £35, and the action remitted to the county court, 
Held, on appeal (reversing Lush, J.), that the amount sued on had 
not been reduced below £100 “ by payment, admitted set-off, or other- 
wise,”’ urthin the County Courts Act, 1888, s. 65, and that there was 
no jurisdiction to remit the action to the county court. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of Lush, J., in chambers. 
The plaintiffs claimed payment of £185 14s. 9d. for work done and 
materials supplied, and took out a summons for leave to sign final 
judgment under order 14. The Master gave judgment for the sum 
of £149 17s. 5d., and ordered that the defendant should be at liberty 
to defend the action as to the balance, £35 17s. 4d., of the plaintiff's 
claim, and that it should be remitted to the county court at Newport, 
Monmouth. On appeal, Lush, J., affirmed the order. The plaintiff 
appealed from the latter part of the order. 








Tue Covrr allowed the appeal. 

Swinren Eapy, M.R., said the plaintiff appealed from the order, 
objecting to the trial of the action in the Monmouth County Court, on 
the ground that Lush, J., had no jurisdiction to remit it. The power 
to remit a case to the county court for trial depended on the County 
Courts Act, 1888, s. 65, and it was contended that the present case 
did not come within the section, as the claim originally exceeded £100, 
and had not been reduced by payment or admitted set-off, or other- 
wise, before action brought within the rules laid down by judicial 
decisions on the matter. In Hodgson v. Bell (1890, 24 Q. B. D. 525) 
the point as to payment under the Act of 1888 came before the 
Court of Appeal, and it was pointed out that the County Courts Act 
of 1888 was in pari materia with the previous County Courts Acts of 
1856 and 1867, and that the language of the Act of 1867 differed from 
that of the Act of 1856. The earlier Act referred to ‘‘ payment in 
court,” i.e., obviously after action brought. Those words were not 
found in the Acts of 1867 and 1888, which used instead the words 
“payment admitted, set-off, or otherwise,’’ Those words plainly ap 
plied only to the reduction of the amount before action brought. The 
rule was thus stated by Lord Esher, M.R. (at p. 528): “‘It  & 
lear rule of construction that where you find a construction | been 


put upon words in a former Act, which is in pari materia with the 
one under consideration, and when you find that the same words #f 
used in the later Act as in the former, you must apply the same com 
struction to the later Act.’’ That case followed Foster v. roo 
(L. R. 3 Ex. D. 1), a decision on the Act of 1867. The Legislature @ 


the Act of 1888 used words in the same sense as they had already 





[We are obliged for our correspondents’ interesting communica- 
Fp. S.J 





been judicially interpreted. The same rule was held to exist a 
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Dierken vy. Philpot (1901,2 K. B. 380) and Sneade v. Wotherton 
Barytes and Lead Mining Co. (Limited) (1904, 1 K. B. 295). In the 
latter case the plaintiff had leave to amend the writ, and as amended, 
the claim did not exceed £100. The amended writ took the place 
of the original writ, and therefore the action was properly remitted 
to the county court. In the present case the Court was bound by 
previous authorities to hold that the Judge had no jurisdiction to 
make an order remitting the action to the county court. 

Scrutron, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, observing 
that he came to the same conclusion with some reluctance and regret, 
as the decision of Lush, J., would, but for previous decisions, have 
been quite in accordance with common sense. He had reason to be 
lieve that the matter had been, or would shortly, be brought before 
the Rule Committee.—Counser, Saverset; Beyfus. Sotrcrtors, G. 8. 
Warmington & Edmonds ; Gibbs, White, d& Co., for John Moxon, New 
port, Mon. 

[Reported by H. Lanorornp Lewis, Barristerat-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


NEVILLE v. LONDON EXPRESS NEWSPAPER (LIM.), ¢¢ ¢ contra. 
17th, 18th, 21st, 22nd, 24th and 25th October ; 16th December. 
MAINTENANCE OF SuIT—MAINTAINED AcTION SuccessFuL—No Speciar 
DAMAGE—LJIABILITY QF MAINTAINER. 

An action for maintenance of a suit will not lie in the absence of proof 

that the plaintiff thereby suffered special damage. 
Decision of the Court of Appeal (reported 1917, 2 K. B. 564) on this 


pot reversed, 





Appeal by the plaintiff, C. W. Neville, against a decision of the Court 
of Appeal (reported 1917, 2 K. B. 564, 117 L. T. Rep. 598), whereby 
was set aside a judgment and verdict obtained by the plaintiff at the 
trial of the action before the Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, and a 
new trial ordered. By the cross-appeal the defendant company asked 
that there should be no new trial, but that judgment should be entered 
for them. The action involved claums for libel and maintenance. Mr. 
Neville, who traded as the South Coast Land and Resort Company, 
promoted at the end of 1915 and largely advertised a prize competition, 
by which a prize of £100 was offered for the most suitable name for a 
“new south coast estate,’’ and, in addition, fifty free plots of land on 
the estate were offered as consolation prizes, subject to a proviso that 
the winners of these. consolation prizes paid three guineas for a deed 
of conveyance.. The prize of £100 was divided between two competi 
tors, who had submitted ‘‘ New Anzac-on-Sea’’ as the most suitable 
name. The Daily Express criticized in a series of articles the competi 
tion, alleged in substance that it was not a bona fide one, and invited 
all persons who had gone in for it and desired to get their money back 
to send their names to their solicitors. As a rggult 125 persons joined 
together in two actions brought in the Chancery Division against Mr 
Neville, and judgment was entered for 114 of the plaintiffs (eleven 
having withdrawn) for the return of the money paid by them, with 
costs. Mr. Neville then started the action in the King’s Bench out 
of which this appeal arose. He claimed damages from the Daily Express 
on two grounds—(l1) libel, and (2) that the Chancery actions had been 
“‘ maintained "’ by the defendants. The jury found for the plaintiff on 
the question of libel, with £300 damages, but answered all the questions 
as to maintenance in the negative. ‘Lhe trial was before Lord Reading. 
He gave judgment for the plaintiff in accordance with the verdict on 
the question of libel, and after further consideration held the defence 
as to maintenance was not made out, and the defendants on that ground 
were not entitled to judgment. He assessed the damages the plaintiff 
was entitled to on this head as the amount of the taxed costs he had 
been required to pay in the Chancery Division The defendants 
appealed. ‘The Court of Appeal ordered a new trial as to both issues. 
Both parties appealed. 

Tue Hovse took time for consideration. 

Lord Fintay, C., after stating the facts, said he was of opinion that 
the order directing a new trial with regard to the libels must stand. 
The defendants asked that judgment should be entered for them, but 
that could only be done if there was no evidence fit to be left to the 
jury in support of the plaintiff's claim, and it was impossible to hold 
that to be the case here. There was evidence to go to a jury, and on 
the new trial a fresh jury would have to decide on the rights of the 
parties. 
have judgment entered for them upon the claim for maintenance, his 





Upon the question whether the defendants were entitled to | 


lordship said’: The judge at the trial, on further consideration, decided 


that the actions in the Chancery Division were rightly brought, and 
the fact that they succeeded was not a bar to the plaintiff recovering 
in the present action damages against the company, and he gave judg 


ment in Mr. Neville’s favour for the taxed costs he had been put to by | 


the litigation. The jury on this part of the case had by the answers 
returned in effect found that the defendants did not act from the desire 


to assist persons to prosecute claims who would not otherwise have been 


able to enforce their rights; 
the bona fide belief that the persons who sued in the actions maintained 
by them had a well-founded claim against the plaintiff. These findings 


and that the defendants did not act in |’ 


the question which their lordships had to decide was one purely of law. 
Whether even on the assumption that the facts were as the j found 
them, Mr. Neville was entitled to recover for maintenance. The de- 
fendants contended that no person could succeed in such a claim unless 
he could prove that he had suffered special damage thereby, and that 
here there was no such damage. He referred to Ashby v. W Aste (1 Sm, 
L. C. 266, 12th ed.), Couch v. Steel (3 E. & B. 402), Atkinson v. New- 
castle Waterworks Co. (1877, L. R. 2 Ex. Div. 441), and to a passage 
in Lord Herschell’s judgment in Cowley v. Newmarket Local Board 
(1892, A. C., at p. 352). These authorities shewed that it could not 
properly be said that maintenance invaded a right within Lord Holt’s 
rule so that an action would lie without damage. In the present case 
there was no damage. Mr. Neville had had to repay as the result of the 
Chancery actions money which he had improperly obtained, and to pay 
costs in respect of having resisted payment. It could not be regarded 
as damage sufficient to maintain an action that the plaintiff had had te 
discharge his legal obligations, or that he had incurred expense in en- 
deavouring to evade them. As there was no damage the action, so far 
as it was based on maintenance, must fail, and therefore, in his opinion, 
judgment should be entered for the defendant company on this head of 
claim. He was, however, unable to agree with the broader proposition 
put forward on behalf of the company, to the effect that no action 
could be maintained for maintenance unless the action or defence main- 
tained had failed. Nor could he assent to the proposition that the 
offence of maintenance existed only when the claim or defence main- 
tained was unfounded, or when it had been maintained by procuring 
false evidence or in some other unlawful way. Maintenance was a 
common law offence. It was not constituted by statute, although 
statutes had been passed imposing penalties on particular kinds of 
maintenance. As regarded maintenance at common law, there was not, 
so far as he was aware, any authority in support of either of the 
above propositions. His lordship then referred to a series of statutes 
from 3 Ed. 1, c. 28, to Hen. 8, c. 9, dealing with maintenance, and 
held they did nof affect the question. Accordingly he was content to 
rest his decision solely upon the short ground that no damage had 
accrued, and judgment on this head of claim should be entered for the 
defendant company. 

Viscount HaLpane differed from the Lord Chancellor on the question 
of maintenance, and thought that the order of the Court of Appeal 
should be affirmed on both heads. He was not prepared to say that 
judgment should be entered for the newspaper. The proper course, in 
his opinion, would be for the House simply to affirm the order of the 
Court of Appeal so far as it directed a new trial. 

Lord ATKINSON also agreed with the Court of Appeal, whose order he 
thought should simply be affirmed sd 

Lord SHAw agreed with the Lord Chancellor, The damages awarded 
for the libel certainly could not stand, and there must be a new trial 
so far as that issue was concerned. He further thought that the action 
failed on the issue as to maintenance. Accordingly he was for ordering 
a new trial on the issue of libel only, and so far as the issue of main- 
tenance was concerned, he agreed the company were entitled to judg- 
ment 

Lord Putmtmore agreed with the Lord Chancellor. By a majority 
of three to two judgment was entered for the company on the ques- 
tion of maintenance, the House, on the question of libel, being 
unanimous that there should be a new trial.—Counser, for 
the appellant, Harney ; for the respondent company, Sir Ernest Pollock, 
K.C., and Sir Hugh Fraser. Soricrrors, Vaugham & Williams ; Carter, 
Harrison, & Armstrong. 

{Reported by Ensaixz Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re GROVE. THE PUBLIC TRUSTEE rv. DIXON. !. 0, Lawrence, J. 
13th December. 


Witt—ConprTion Precepent orn Supgeqvent—Lecacy To MARRIED 


DavuGutTers— EXEMPTION. 
Where a testator, after giving his residue among his sons and 
settling the daughters’ shares, declared that the 
residuary bequest to his daughters was condit.onal upon their trans- 
ferring to truatees, within three montha of his death, their reapective 
under their mother’s marrage settlement, to be held upon 
were declared re apecting hia residuary eatate, and 


daughters, and 


interest 


the same truate as 
in the event of any daughter failing or refusing to execute auch 
tranater her share in his residuary eatate should cease therefrom, and 
hie trustees should hold it for the other children; and aome of the 
daughters marr.ed. and settled their intereata in their mother eettle- 
ment iy e teatator’a lifetime, and ao ¢ wild not fulfil the « ndita n. 
Held that the condition was a condition aub equent and not a 
edent, and that the married daughters were exempt from 


si, 


condition prec 


; 
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1910. 2 Ch. 322) applied 


In Re Park; Bott v. Chester 

Held, alao, that if thia de n was wrong the only ntereat which 
the married daught scat water thei 1} cttlement at the 
date af t} featator death wa 1 life anter fr / ed fram antics 
ation nd ti Court removed the reatraint ao that the married 
daudht could j y 7 rivised ttle auch life intereata. 

This wa mmons taken out by the Publi Trustee to determine 
the followin stions (1) Whether each of the married daughters 
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of the testator was entitled to share in his residuary estate, notwith- 


standing that she was unable to perform the condition imposed on 
her by his will by reason of the settlement which she executed on 
her marriage; (2) whether the condition was void, and, if not, to what 


binding on the married daughters; and (3) 
yinding on the married daughtere, each 
with it by the settlement executed 
follows The testator died in 


extent, if any, it was 
whether, if the « 
of them had sutstantial 
he facts 


ondition was 
omy ed 


on her marriage were as 

1918, and, by his will, gave his residuary estate to the Public Trustee 
upon trust to sell, convert, and invest, and hold the investments upon 
trust for his son and daughters (naming them) equally, and 
the testator settled the hare of each daughter upon trust for such 
daughter for life, and, whilst married, without power of anticipation, 
but with power (with the exception of his daughters Mabel and 
Edith) to appoint, by deed or will, the income after her death to her 
husband during hia life; and after the decease of such daughter, and 
subject to any such appointment, in trust for the iasue of such 
daughter as she should by deed or will, notwithstanding coverture 
appoint, and, in default of such appointment, in trust for her children, 
who, being sons, attained the age of twenty-one years, or. being daugh 
ters, attained that age or married, and, if no such child, then upon 
such trusts as such daughter (other than Mabel or Edith) should, by 
deed or will, appoint ind in default of any such appointment hen 
in trust for his other children equally The testator declared that 


the said residuary bequest to his daughters was conditional upon their 


transterring to truate within three months of his death their respec 
tive interests under their mother’s marriage settlement, to be held 
upon the same truat i were thereinbefore declared respecting hie 
residuary estate, and that, in the event of any daughter failing or 
refusing to execute such transfer, her share in the residuary estate 
should therefrom cease, and his trustes should hold her share for 
his s01 ind such of his daughters as should execute such transfer By 
the mother’s marriage settlement, made in 1862, her personal estate 
was settled upon trust for her and the testator for life, and after 
the death of the survivor of them, for their children, who, being sons, 


attained that 
twenty-one during 


daughters, age or 


ittained 


being 
daughters all 


twenty-one and 


The son and five 


attained 
married 


the lifetime of the testator, and che mother died in 1879 Three of 
the daughters, Norah, Mabel, and Edith, married with the concur- 
rence of the testator and before the date of the will, and each of 
them on her marriage settled her reversionaryv share and interest under 
her mother marriage settlement upon the ueual trusts, which how 
ever, differed from the trusts of the testator’s residuary estate in one 
respect, namely, that the husband took a life interest if he survived his 
wife and had a power of appointment amor t@he issue of his marriage, 
and there was so a difference in the ultimate trust in default of issue 
The teatator wa 1 party to two of the d hters’ settlements, and each 
of the unmarried daughters was willing Lo perform the condition which 
the testator’s mposed 

P. O. Lawrence, J.. after stating the facts, said: I hold that the 
condition is a condition subsequent and not a condition precedent and, 
apply the principle of He Park (supra I come to the conclusion 
that the married daughters are exempt from the condition imposed on 
them by the testator But if that view is wrong, I am of opinion that 
the only interest f any vhich the married daughters had under their 
mothe marriage settlement t the date of the testator’s death was a 
life interest restrained from anticipation, and I remove the restraint 
so that the married daughters may, if so advised, assign their life 
intereste to trustec vi may be the trustees of their marriage settle 
ments COoUNSFI RJ Vorrison; Ashton Cross } Brydqes SoLict 
rors, Powell, Rogers, d&& Meyrick 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law_] 


High Court-—King’s Bench Division. 


LEVINSON rv. REES. Div. Court. 12th December 
PAWNBROKERS TAKING "" OR DEMANDING MORE THAN THE STATI 
TorY CHuarces—Pawnprokers Acr, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 93), s. 15 

1 pau nhroker advanced on certain articles the um of Bs. 2d.. but on 


the pawnticket the was entered as 8s. 6d When the articles were 


redeemed Ba. 5d. was pad, and nothing more war required to he paid 
this being the correct sum to which the pawnbroker was entitled under 
Schedule 4 of the Pawnbrokers Act, 1872. Section 15 of the Act pro 
vides that a pawnbroker shall not take my propnt, or demand 
or take any che rqe o7 um whatever other than those epecified in the 
Fourth Schedule The pau nbroker was charged under section 15 
Held, that the pawnbroker had hot taken or demanded the excess 
eum, and could not be convicted under section 15. but query whether 


an offence was not committed under section 12 


the Petty Sessional 


The appellant, 


Case stated by the stipendiary magistrate for 


Division of Miskin Higher, in the county of Glamorgan 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE 
FORGET THE CLAIM’ OF THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 
W4AICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FUNDS FOR ITS HUMANE Work. 


DO NOT 





Levinson, is a pawnbroker in Llanwonno, and on let August, 1918, the 
respondent, Rees, preferred an information against him for having, on 
26th June, 1918, unlawfully charged one Mary Ann Benny in connec 
tion with a pledge a profit in excess of the rate specified in Schedule 4 
if the Pawnbrokers Act, 1872. On 26th June, 1918, Many Ann Benny 
was advanced by the appellant 8s. 2d. on the pledge of a coat and vest 
The pawnticket, it was stated, shewed that the amount advanced wae 
8s. 6d. On leaving the shop Benny was met in the street by a police 
sergeant, who asked her what Lusiness she had transacted, and he went 
to the shop with the woman, and asked appellant to account for the 
figures 8s. 6d. on the ticket. The appellant replied, ‘ I'll account for 
g, I'll admit nothing. It has nothing to do with you.”’ On 6th 
1918, the coat and vest were redeemed and handed over to Mrs 
5d., which was the correct charge—2$d. profit 


July, 
jenny on payment of 8s 


and $d. on the ticket under Schedule 4. At the hearing the appellant 
said that when he advanced the 8s. 2d. he marked 8s. 6d. on the ticket 
belie ¢ she owed him 34d. from the week before The stipendiary 
found that Mrs. Benny did not owe the appellant 35d.; that the appel 
] 


ant charged a profit in excess of the rate specified in Schedule 4; and 
he convicted the appellant of the offence charged, and fined him £10 
By section 15 of the Pawnbrokers Act, 1872, it is provided (inter alia) 
that : ‘‘ A pawnbroker shall not, in respect of a loan on a pledge, take 
profit, or demand or take any sum whatever other than those 
specified in the Fourth Schedule.’’ The Fourth Schedule provides that 
there shall be allowed on a loan of forty shillings or under for any 
time during which the pledge remains in pawn not exceeding one month, 
for every two shillings or fraction of two shillings lent, one half-penny 
By section 12 it is provided that ‘‘ a pawnbroken shall keep and use in 
his business such books and documente as are described in the Third 
dule arg shall from time to time, requires 
enter therein in a fair and legible manner the particulars indicated in 
and in accordance with the directions of that schedule, and shall make 
ll inquiries necessary for that purpose.”’ 


any 


Neh as occasion 


Dartinc, J.—This appeal should be allowed. The pawnbroker, a 

ling to the facts as they are stated in the case, agreed to make an 
udvance of 8s. 2d., and he made that advance. Lut he filled up the pawn 
ticket as having advanced 8s. 6d If he had demanded or taken that 
sum of 8s. 6d., the magistrate would have been perfectly right in con 
victing. The Statute provides by section 15 (inter alia) that a paw 
broker shall not in respect of a loan on a pledge take any profit, or 
demand or take any charge or sum whatever, other than those specified 
in the Fourth Schedule. If the pawnbroker, in respect of the advance 


of 88. 2d., which he actualiy made, had demanded or taken 3}d. over 
and above, then he would have brought himself under section 15. What 
the view of the magistrate was as to the commission of an offence under 
section 12 I do not know, but he did not convict the appellant under 


that section His finding was that the amount advanced wae 8s. 2d., 
und that the appellant charged a profit in excess; but there is no such 
offence in the statute as charging, apart from taking or demanding, an 
excessive amount under section 15. The appellant not charged 
with an offence under section 12, though he might still be charged under 
that section, but with the different and wholly imaginary offence of 
lemanding or taking a profit in excess. The statute says ‘‘demand ”’ 
or ‘‘take,’” and the appellant certainly did not demand or take any 
sum beyond what he was entitled by the statute to demand or take 


was 


Avory, J.—I agree, and I only wish to add that the facts of this 
case may bring the appellant within section 12 of this statute. The 
ffence, if any, was committed on 26th June, and there is still time to 
take proceedings under that section, viz., within six monthe under 
Jervis’ Act 

Satter. J.—I agree. There was no evidence of an offence having 
heen committed under section 15 of the Pawnbrokers Act Appeal 
allowed Counset, du Pareq, for the appellant The respondent wae 


repre sented Weldon 
[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


not Soricrrors, Gihson a: 
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Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
~™ * - - 
lJivision. 

BROWNING v. BROWNING. ‘Coleridge, J. 10th December. 
Marriuce iN’ British Cotony—Evipence—Entry 1x REGISTER OF 
Partsn Cuurcn or Marriace Sicnep By Priest 1x CuHarce—Corpy 
CERTIFIED BY ARCHDEACON. 

Production of a copy signed by the officiating clergyman of a marriage 
in a British Colony, solemnised according to the rites of the Church of 
England, is aufficiently confimation of the marriage without calling 
expert evidence as to ita vatidity 

This was a wife's petition for judicial separation. The wife gave 
evidence that the marriage took place at the parish church of St. John 
the Baptist, Buluwayo, 8S. Africa. A copy of an entry in the register 
of marriages solemnized in that church and signed by the priest im 
charge who officiated, was produced in confirmation of the wiles 
evidence. The copy was certified to be correct ‘by the Archdeacon of 
Matabeleland. No expert witness was called to give evidence as 
the validity of the marriage or the sufficiency of the certificate. Counsel 
for the petitioner cited Ward v. Dey (1846, 1 Rob. Ecc.) as an authority 
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that the register of the celebration in a. British Colony of a marriage 
according to the rites of the Church of England was sufficient evidence 
of the marriage and its validity. 

Coreripcr, J., said he had no difficulty in accepting the evidence 
The case cited, and Wallace v. Wallace (1896, 74 L. T. 252), a case 
before Barnes, J., relating to a marriage in Ireland, was sufficient 
authority for that course—CounseEL, Grazebrook. Soticrrors, Robin 
son, Wilkins & Thatcher. 


[Reported by C. G. Tatsot-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at-Law.j 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 10th January contains the following, in addi 
tion to matters printed below : 


1. An Order in Council, dated 10th January, further amending the 
Proclamation, dated 10th May, 1917, and made under Section 8 of 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and Section 1 of the 
Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, and Section 1 of the Customs (Ex 
portation Prohibition) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the 
United Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations was 
prohibited. 

2. A further Notice that licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal 
Industry Act, 1918, have been granted to certain companies, firms and 
individuals. The present list contains some 34 names 
5. A Notice that under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment 
Act, 1918, an Order has been made by the Board of Trade requiring 
the undermentioned business to be wound up 

Sichel & Co., 17 and 18, Great Tower-street, London, E.C. 3, 
wine shippers, successors of the late partnership firm of Sichel 

& Co., 17 and 18, Great Tower-street, London, E.C. 3, wine 

shippers. 


4. The Icelandic Wool and Tops Permit, 1919, issued by the Army 
Council 

The London Gazette of 14th January contains the following : 
5. A Foreign Office Notice varying the lists of persons and bodies 
of persons to whom articles to be exported to China and Siam may be 
consigned. 

6. A further Notice that licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal 
Industry Act, 1918, have been granted to certain companies, firms and 
individuals. The present list contains some 21 names 








A Proclamation 
FOR PROHIBITING THE IMPORTATION INTO THE UNITED 
KINGDOM OF ALL FOREIGN COINS OTHER THAN GOLD 
AND SILVER COINS 

Whereas by Section two of the Customs Amendment Act, 1886, We 
are empowered from time to time to make, and when made to revoke, 
a Proclamation prohibiting the importation into Our United Kingdom of 
such coins coined in a foreign country as are in that behalf specified 
in such Proclamation : 

And whereas by Our Proclamation, made the thirtieth day of March 
One thousand nine hundred and seventeen, We did prohibit, subject as 
therein provided, the importation into Our United Kingdom of all 
coins coined in any foreign country other than gold or silver coins 

And whereas it is expedient that Our said Proclamation should be 
revoked, and that the importation into the United Kingdom of such 
coins coined in a foreign country as are hereinafter specified should be 
prohibited : 

Now, therefore, We, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council 
in pursuance of the said Act and of all other powers enabling Us in 
that behalf, do hereby proclaim, direct and ordain as follows 

1. All coins coined in any foreign country other than gold or 
silver coins are prohibited to be imported into Our United: King 
dom. 

2. Our said Proclamation of the thirtieth day of March® One 
thousand nine hundred and seventeen, is hereby revoked 

3. This Proclamation shall not affect the provisions of the Pro 
—* of Import (Consolidation and Amendment) Proclamation 

17. 


4. This Proclamation may be cited as “ The Foreign Coins 
(Importation Prohibition) Proclamation, 1919,’’ and shall come int 
operation on the Fourteenth day of January, 1919 

14th January. [Gazette, 14th January 


Treasury Notice. 
REGULATION OF FOREIGN EXCHANGES 
LOAN OF SECURITIES TO THE TREASURY (SCHEME B.) 
The American Dollar Securities Committee hereby give notice that 


the Treasury have decided to exercise’ the option, under Clause 3 of 
Scheme B, of returning the undermentioned Securities on the dates 


eS SS aL 
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ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C, 3 
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Army Council Orders. 


CHOPPED HAY AND STRAW IN ENGLAND AND WALES 


Whereas Orde the 20 \ugust, 1918, the Army Couneil, um 
pureuance ot the powers nferred on them by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations did regulate the price of hay ind straw and of 
chopped i ind straw England and Wales 

And hereas t Order f 7th Octole 191 the saki Order was 
amende ! 

And eas it desired to further amend the said Order 

Now, therefore, the Army ( mecil do hereby cancel the said Order 
f 7th October, 19] ind substitute the following therefor 

5. Distributors may harge f quantities not exceeding 10 ewt 
in addition sum of £1 6s 1, per ton provided that where a would-be 
purchaser gives an order for a quantity exceeding 10 ecwt such quan 
tity Leing reasonable according to hie normal requirements) and owing 
to a shortage of ipplies, or other reason, the seller does not fulfil such 
order in ne de ve the the price shall not exceed that laid down 
n Schedule 3 ras. 2 and 4 hereof, excepting that the seller may 
harge rddition the price i down in Schedule 3, paras. 2 and 
+ aforesaid the actual cost of delivery for each delivegy after the first 

nt t ! amount of the purchaser's order has been fulfilled; in 

all such case nou nce ! in reepect thereof must be delivered t 
the purchase ! itis he charges made for deliver is separate item 
from the | f the x ls d ered 

6 1) No distributor who has purchased from another distributor 
such other distributor being entitled to and having charged the 6s. per 
ton authorized by par o (a) hereot, may harge the said 6« per ton in 
respect f quant «@ exceedin 10 ewt uit not exceeding 20 cwt. of 
hav or straw rcn ypped nay r traw @ d unlees he shall have obtained 
i permit 8 ! 

I Ap; atic ror ich permit must be made to the ( ounty Dis 
ributing (Forage) Committees f the county in which the business 
premises of the applicant are ajituated. When the applicant has more 
than one business in the san unty a separate permit must be obtained 
for each business 

< The applicant must produce all books of account to the County 


Distributing (Forage) Committee neerned and give all information 
required 

‘(d) Every permit so obtained must be placed in a conspicuovs place 
in the Lusiness premises of the holder thereof and must be produced by 
him whenever required by persons duly authorized to demand the same 
or by ‘ ist mers 

t In no ase ma 1 distrebutor charge the Os. per tor tthorized 
by para. 3 (a) hereof in addition to the £1 66. 8d. per ton euthorized 
by para. 5 hereof 

7th January Glacette, 10th January 


Notice of Cancellations. 


The f vu Orders are cancelled 
The Hosier Re tion of Manufacture) Order, 191 
The Flax Yarns Shipment from Ireland) Order 1918 mad the 
Flax Yarns (Shipment from Ireland) Amendment Order, 1918 
The Cotton Cuttin Control) Notice, 1917 


Board of Trade Orders. 

REPAIR OF ENEMY MERCHANT SHIPS UNDER THE 
CONTROL OF THE ALLIED MARITIME TRANSPORT 
COUNCIL 





Mentioned from which dates the additional allowance will cease 


feturn. 
National Debt Office, 10th January [Gazette, 10th January 


[Here follows a list of 28 securities to be returned and date ") Enemy, dated the 9th day of Septembe 


Whereas by Roval Proclamatior relatit t Ira ling WwW ith the 
1914, it was, amongst other 


things. declared as follows : 


Che expression ‘enemy countr this Proclamation means 


REGULATION OF THE SALE OF HAY AND STRAW AND OF 
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the territories of the German Empire and of the Dual Monarchy 

of Austria-Hungary together with all the Colonies and Depen- 
dencies thereof. 

And whereas it declared by the said Proclamation that 

from and after the date of the said Proclamation the persons therein 


Wag 4150 


referred to were prohibited from doing certain acts therein mor 
specifically mentioned : 

And whereas it was further declared b the said P: mation as 
follows : 

** Nothing in this Proclamation shall be taken to prohibit an; 
thing which shall be expressly permitted by Our Licence, or | 
the licence given on Our behalf by a Secretary of State, or the 
Board of rade, whether such icences be especially granted to 
individuals or be announced as applying to classes of persons.’ 


And whereas by Proclamation dated the 5th day of November, 1914, 


it was declared that the provisions of the Proclamations and Orders 
in Council then in force issued with reference to the state of war 
with the Emperor of Germany and the Emperor of Austria, King of 
Hungary, should be extended to the war with Turkey subject to the 
exception in such Proclamation mentioned, and it was declared that 
the words ‘‘ enemy country ”’ in any of the Proclamations or Orders 
in Council referred to in Article 1 of the said Proclamation should 


include the Dominions of His Imperial Majesty the Sultan of Turkey 
other than Egypt, Cyprus and any territory in the occupation of Us 
or Our Allies : 

And whereas by Proclamation, dated the 16th day of Octob 1915 
it was declared that the Proclamations and Orders in Council ther 
in force, issued with reference to the state of war with the German 
Emperor, or with reference to the state of war with the German 
Emperor and the Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary, or with 
reference to the state of war with the German Emperor and _ the 
Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary and tl Sultan 
of Turkey hould be extended to the war with Bulgaria, 
subject t the exception in sucn Proclamatior men 
tioned, and it was declared that the words ‘‘enemy country in any 
of the Proclamations or Orders in Council referred to in Article 1 
of such Proclamation should include the Dominions of the King of 
the Bulgarians and the words ‘‘ persons of enemy nationality in any 
of the said Proclamations and Orders in Council should include 
subjects of the King of the Bulgarians 

And whereas certain enemy merchant ships are or ma I inder 
the control of the Allied Maritime Transport Council 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade, acting on behalf His 
Majesty, and in pursuance of the powers reserved in the said Pro- 
clamations and all other powers therounto them enabling, do hereby 
give and grant licence to all persons residing, carrying on business 
or being in the United Kingdom to negotiate regarding the repair 
and fitting it of, and to repair and fit out, any enemy merchant 
ship that is for the time being under the control of the Allied Mari 
time Transport Council 

3rd January Gazette, Tt J i! 

PTOBACCO RESTRICTION ORDERS 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Articles of Commerce (Relaxation 
of Restrictions) Order, 1918, the Board of Trade give notice that the 
Tobacco Restriction Order (No. 2), 1917, the Tobacco Restriction 
Order (No. 3), 1917, and the Tobacco Restriction Order (No. 1), 1918 
will cease to have effect as from llth January, 1919 

3rd January [Gazette, 7th January 

rHE SALE OF COAL (IRELAND) ORDER, 1919 


f 


1. No person shall on any sale or proposed sale of coal for 
to Ireland or on any sale or proposed sale of coal in Lreland impose o1 
attempt to impose any condition as to the sale of any other coal thar 
that demanded by the purchaser or of any other article whatsoever 

2 and 3. [Ae to sales of coal in Treland.} 

4. No person shall offer or agree to sell coal for shipment to Ireland 
without disclosing to the purchaser before the contract is completed 
the pit price or the price f.o.tb charged by the owner of the « dliery 
from whom the coal is obtained 

5. Where coal is sold for shipment to Ireland the seller shall deliver 
to the purchaser an invoice and shall state therein the quantity and 
precise description of the coal, the name of the colliery from which 
the coal, or from which each description, if more than one, was supplied, 
the pit or f.o.b. price of the coal, or of each description thereof. the 
insurance, transport and shipping charges, and the merchants’ or 
factors’ profit, if any The seller shall also state on the invoice 
whether the coal is sold for bunkering or for consumption in Ireland. 

6. No person shall re-sell for consumption in Ireland coal which has 


shipment 


been sold for bunkering or shall re-sell for bunkering which has 
been sold for consumption in Ireland 
8. This Order may be cited as the Sale of Coal (Ireland) Order. 


1919, and shall have effect from the thirteenth day of January, 1919 
3rd January [Gazette, 10th January 


TRADING WITH PALESTINE AND SYRIA. 
Whereas by Proclamation dated the 5th day of November. 1914. 
it was declared that the Proclamations and Orders in Council then in 
force issued with reference to the state of war with the Emperor of 





Germany and the Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary, should be 
extended to the war with Turkey subject to the reservations in such 
Proclamation : 

And whereas the Proclamations so extended to the war with Turkey 
included the Trading with the Enemy Proclamation No. 2, dated the 
9th day of September, 1914, and the Proclamation relating to Trading 
vith the Ene my dated the 8th day of October, 1914: 

And whereas by Proclamations dated the 7th day of January, 1915, 
ind the 14th day of September, 1915, the provisions of the aforesaid 
Proclamations were extended as therein more specifically set forth 

And whereas it was declared by the said Trading with the Enemy 
Proclamation No. 2 as follows :— ; 

Nothing in this Proclamation shall be taken to prohibit any 
thing which shall be expressly permitted by Our licence, o1 by 
the licence given on Our behalf by a Secretary of State, o: ’ 


Board of Trade, whether such licences be especially grauted to 
individuals or be announced as applying to classes of perso! 
And whereas it is desirable to grant the licence hereinafter appear- 
ing : 
Now, therefore, the Board of Trade, actingron behalf of His 


Majesty, and in pursuance of the powers reserved in the said Pro- 
clamations and all other powers thereunto them enabling, do hereby 


give and grant licence to all persons and bodies of persons resident, 


carrying on business or being in the United Kingdom to trade and 
have commercial and financial transactions with persons or bodies of 
persons resident or carrying on business in the following territcries, 


namely, Palestine and Syria as far north as a line from Alexandretta 
to Aleppo inclusive and as far east as the Hejaz railway inclusive 

Provided always that any licence which may be necessary in © t 
of any transaction under any prohibition of export or prohibition 
of import for the time being in force in the United Kingdom or in 
any remittance of money out of the United Kingdom 
tegulation 41p of the Defence of the Realm Regulations is 
obtained : 

Provided also that this licence shall not permit any person or body of 
persons to pay to any person or body of persons resident or carrying on 
said territories any sum ot money which by the terms of 
the Enemy Amendment Acts, 1914 and 1915, or either 
of them is required to be paid to the Custodian appointed under the 
Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, but such sums of 
money must be paid to the said Custodian : 

Provided further that this licence shall not permit any : 
of persons t deliver to any person or body of persons resident or 
carrying on business in the said territories any sum of money or pro- 


spect 


respect ol 
covered by 
hirst 


business in the 
the Tradir gr witn 


person or body 


»>pay ol 


perty of which notice is required to be given to the said Custodian 
under the said Acts or either of them. 

6th January Gazette, 7th January. 
THE HOUSEHOLD FUEL AND LIGHTING ORDER, 1918 

GAS AND ELECTRICITY. 
VARIATION IN CONVERSION EQUIVALENTS 

1) The Controller Coal Mines, in exercise of the pows cons 
ferred upon him under Clause 7 of the above Order, hereby gives 
notice that the conversion equivalent for gas in terms of fuel shall be 


increased to 18,750 cubic feet to the ton and for electricity to 1,000 
Board of Trade units to the ton as from the meter readings taken for the 
close of the quarter ending 3lst December last (except in those cases 


in which a higher conversion equivalent has already been specially 
agreed) 
(2) Further, the Controller of Coal Mines determines that the allow- 


ances for lighting under Clause 8 or the special assessments for lighting 
agreed under Clause 12 of the above Order shall from such meter 
readings be likewise increased by 25 per cent. 

(3) Such variation in the conversion equivalent for lighting allow- 
inces shall be without prejudice to any action taken or to be taken 

connection with excess consumptions of gas or electricity in the 
quarter just closed. 

(4) Further, under the powers conferred upon him by Clause 4 of 
the above Order, the Controller of Coal Mines agrees to the suspension 
f Clause 99 referring to the restrictions on gas and electrical fittings 
as from the date of this notice 

6th January. 


[ Gazette, 10th January 


Ministry of Munitions Orders, 


rHE BISMUTH (AMENDMENT) ORDER, 1919 
l. On and after the 10th day of January, 1919, unt 
notice, the Bismuth Order, 1918, shall take effect as if- 
(a) Clause 2 (5) were omitted therefrom ; 
(b) There were substituted for Clause 2 (6) the following 
(6) ‘‘ Notwithstanding the above, no return is required from 
any person whose total stock in hand and not intended to b 
used in connection with the manufacture or alloy of steel or othe 
metal has not, during the period for which a return would, bat 
for this exception, have been required, exceeded, in the case of 
Bismuth Metal or any alloy thereof, 56 lbs.”’ 
2. This Order ited as the Bismuth Ordef, 
1919 
10th January 
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THE ELECTRICITY 
(REVOC 

In reference to the 

Munitions, namely, 


orders as follows — 


(1) As from the 
(2) Such revocation 


the said Order or the 


or the liability to any 
contravention or 
such revocation or any 
penalty or punishment, 

(3) This Order may 
New Supply) 


10th January. 


THE SILK WASTE OR 


In reference 
namely, the 
8th November, 1916, the 
follows — 
1) The 
until further notice. 

(2) Such suspension 
the said Order or the 
or the liability to any 
contravention or failur 
such suspension or any 
penalty or punishment. 


tions, 


(3) This Order may be cited as the 
1919. 


(Suspension) Order, 


14th January 


following Order 
the Electricity (Restriction of New Supply) Order, 
1918, dated the 8th November, 1918, the 


date 


failur 


(Revocation) Order 


to the following Order made 


Silk W: 


said Order is hereby 


(RESTRICTION OF NEW SUPPLY) 
ATION) ORDER, 1919 


made by the Minister of 


Minister of Munitions hereby 


hereof the said Order is hereby revoked 
shall not affect the previous operation of 
validity of any action taken thereunder 
penalty or punishment in respect of any 
e to comply with the said Order prior to 
proceeding or remedy in respect of sucl 
be cited as the Ele (Restriction of 
, 1919 

Gatette., 


tricity 


10th 


January 


NOILS (RETURNS) 
ORDER, 1919 


(SUSPENSION) 
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Minister of Muni 
1916, dated 
Orders a 
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Returns) Order, 
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vious operation of 
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In respect of 
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Silk Waste or Noils (Returns 


Gazette, 14th 
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Agriculturat Wages Board (England and Wales) 
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Societies. 


Union Society of London, 


SESSION, 


Che ninth meeting of the 
Common Room on Wednesda 


subject for debate was 


should be compulsory military serv 
Opener 
The motion was lost. 


the conclusion of peace.”’ 
Yeatman. 


1918-19 


Society was held in the Middle Templ 
y, the 18th December, 1918, at 8 p.m. The 
“That in the opinion of this house there 
rice in the United Kingdom afte: 
Mr. R. Holt. Opposer: Mr. F. D 


The tenth meeting of the Society was held in the Middle Temple 


Common Room on W ednesday, 


subject for debate was: 
Composition of the new 


Opposer : Mr. R. Holt. The 


Gov 


the 15th January, 1919, at 8 p.m. The 
‘That this house views with dismay the 
ernment.’ Opener: Mr. F. D. Yeatman 
motion was carried 
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NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 


Correspondence Invited. 


ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 


For each £100 of Parchase Money. 


SPECIMEN RATES. 





ge not leas 


than 
as Females. 


Males. 


£2810 6 £9 9 


18 6 11 











‘* A strong, well-managed concern.” — Financial Times. 


‘“Qne of the 
veneration.’ —IJnsurane 


most conspicnously prosperous Offices of the present 


News. 


‘One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain.” 


10ns. 


Impress 
have marked the operations of the 


—Post Magazine. 


‘Originality and enterprise 
CENTURY throughout its career. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 


A Munister of Justice. 


(Continued from page 197.) 

ated in five 
butne lopted by the Home 
ted with the admonietrat 
e of pubd c order and 


mis subjects alao fall 


be enumer groups, based upon 
Office iteelf ‘They 
Justice, the pre 
fi public safety ; 
within the sphere 
ding partecularty those wh upon the 
netutatiomal Pp wien as the means of communication 
and the peopl 
group includes the functions exercised by the Home 
itdom to factorves and workshops the Workmen's Com 
’ Se ay nd othe ndustu ey ne For the 
» Ohapter of thie art of our Report 
n of Government, we regard 
fer to the Departament « ntrusted with 
ventral administration of the service 


nm ot 
maintenan 
of moscellane 
bent 


the Sovereagn 


» first 


pe nsat n Act " 
eagons explained more fally an ¢ 
which relates to F aployment is davis 
these fun per for trans 
the pri a esponsubilty for t! 
f Employment 
46 The econd gt ' le function 
ind Nationality and he Aliens Acte, which should no 
vy the Secretary of Stat nections under Nie Licenmng Acts m 
regard to which we see no reason, as at present advised, to recommend 
We recognize that any substantial modi- 
ficataon in the P esent, relations between the State and the Liquor Traffic 
make it d esirable to entrust the duties thereupon arising to @ 
It appears, however, that fall consideration would 
f the que stion whether, even in that event, such functions 
Office under the L, neing Acte as are closely connected 
h the general question of public ae should not be retained by the 


17. The third group udes supervision 


T10NS as pl 


in relation to Naturalization 
doubt, be retaanmed 
and fu 
iny transier of responeibility 
f 4 
may 
separate De “~partimen 
» required 


tile Home 


Prer gative 

Extradhtior 

Prisons and Pmaonet 

Probation Orders (except 

Criminal Lunatics and Cr 

Police, County and Borough 

Disturbances and Riote 

Coroners 

Production of Prisoner 

Commissions Rogatoires. 

Appointment, Salaries and Fees of Justices’ Clerks 
the Peace. 


n cases of pers unde 
minal Lanatic Aes umes 
except Superannuation 


wd Clerke of 


ne hak 


Pe cows 


ants ee tN ES PUNE mabe 
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uitable for supervision 


spec ial control 1 


t xpl wives should 


Department in far as they call for action by 





ug to the administration of Criminal Justice 
tly proper to the Department primarily responsible 
imimestration of Justice 


pie appies to the exercite of functions in relation 


ts comprised in the fourth group 


affix 

# the Home Secretary uppears to us to @ 

t of other Minist« r the enerciex yl tTounect Vict 
g : upeous matters included im e fifth 


e (Adn unoce and Sur iat 
e Cou 
1 Is iM 
y rs at J ng within the fourth and 
lutees of the Home Offi which are not enumerated 
to W nh We tt thet further anquiry moaghit 
ited with vy to ascertaining whether the 
3] ty n mtral Departments should 
stration portions of 
Pant I. of this Act s for its object the prot 
1s bmanistered . bocalby except an L ndon, where 
} d the OCommon Cou of the City are the 
tuardians of the Poor La Union We think that 
vant of the Act so closely connected with the 
wre that they should be administered by a 
entre. and dn the cality by the bodies t 
Dowe of the Guard 8 t P may be 
eTibe® “> ] | TY : 
Act deals with Refa tory | Industria 
i s 4 en i the pr wy purp ot t 6 
» may « dnfferent answers to the question 
far cent vd str tion in regard to these 
ant > y of State uid e (rans 
Education, tter urse at ving ope 
r the sponsibilities not fallang t e centr 
sferred the L Fducation Authonity. 
positon tf t ‘ y authortative pronoun 
is im the p frequently discussed, but 
yillienite of « sc poe iW gih can ibe vdd iced 
» transfer of sponsibility, based mainly upon 
s ! gard to the reagious instruchio 
ls, Lu the crimina) tendencies of some 
the schools, who may properly be regarded as 
Hor Of a the Dep " t maonby 
tI exerci e 7 er ‘ ral authorities 
t f we derst 1 read 
t H ff nd tl foard Educa 
t ! ered into in 1 rd the 
r this r} no doubt. need to be suppl 
le I t iterchang t inftormat pelw n 
1 the authority responsible for the inspec 
tal hment il vhich hildren cor be 
ull { be a dual interest in the questiol of 
ntertainments The maintenance of public ordet 
ement should f course, rest with the ithority 
” publi rdetr veneral But the regulation 
nt in the interests of health and safet vould 
proposa be transferred to the Depart- 
ible for the regulation of Employment, as part 
h that Department was exercisi! 1 general 
f the same pri ple would indicate that the 
exercised by the Home Office over the conditions 
manufacture and storage of petroleum and 
be vested in t Department primarily respon 


of industrial establishments 
the Home Offi m1 ard to the regulation of 
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| and the fact of the establishment of an Air Council “‘ for the purpose 
idministration of matters relating to . the 
realm by air’’ [Air Force (Constitution) Act, 1917, 
render it necessary to reconsider the pres nt responsibilitic 
entral Departments in these spheres. 

ry} responsibility for th detention and control of 
and of criminal mental defectives should, no doubt 
ve Department primarily responsible for the administrat 
but we suggest that the responsibility for all lunatics 


per 


manent 


has long ago moved 


creation 


ing s rid: 
has beem that of incest committed by a father upon his young da 





use of aircratt the latter a question whi h 


ew proportions aft the war), should no doubt 


We mention them specially for the purpose of 


ubstantia! alteration in the functions of the | exchided from the Court, and I 
unusual. for the reporters even mention 


ith, reward t t meaus Of transport enerally 





riminal lunati for all asylums other than criminal 
isylums, and for the Board of Control, at present resting 

Secretar shovld in due course be transferred to a Minister of 
Health, and that 1e contro f Inebriate Reformatories 

im the ame ith rity 

Chere is one important class ot questions at present dealt 


main by the Local Government Board, which seems 
for transfer to the Department responsible for the admin 
We refer to the questions which may be broadly 


of Just 


1 


lassified as those which affect the legal status of the citizen 

registration, the onstitution of electoral bodies, the condu 
questions in regard to the status of local repres 
relations between the Councils of Local Government 


eve { mittees; and the important group of 


to the areas which should be established for particular 
ic] s education, health, police. or the transmiss 
well as the eneral question of the extension of bo 


ithin countic 


ccordance with our recommendations, the Local 
Board becomes merged in a Ministry of Health, we think 


} \ 


ns will legitimately be felt to entrusting a general jurisd 


rd to local areas and powers to any Department 


erned with the development of a single specific service 
[The Ministry concerned with Justice should be in 


t scrutinise all such matters with impartiality 


its jurisdietion in such a way as*to command public confid: 
ill, of course, be necessary for the Ministry to work in the 
nsultation ith the Departments in charge of the part 
(such as Production or Health) to which the various proposals 


il areas and powers relate 


The following notes are appended : 


te A The Offices of the Royal Courts of Justice 
te B. The County Court System. 


ffi f the Royal Courts of Justice are divided into urt- 
as follows Central Office, Taxing Office, Chancery Chambers 
rars’ Office, Chancery Division, Bankruptcy Department 
ni Winding Up, Offices of the Masters in Lunacy, 
the Visitors in Lunacy, and the Registrars’ Office of the 





‘riminal Appeal 
ntral ¢ 
artment 
nn be either barristers or solicitors, but are, 
ted from the Common Law side. 


ers 
Taxing Office comprises an establishment of eleven 


i! ! 
all Solicitors 


uddition to the Departments already mentioned, there are in the 


1) a large staff of Ushers in attendance, under a Superintendent 
» is directly responsible to the Permanent Secretary ; 


a Scrivenery Department, which is responsible to 


is staffed by men who are paid by piece-work. 


division of England into County Court districts was 
ery many years ago, by reference mainly to the means of commun 
on then existing. Small changes have been effected from time to 
time, but there still remain places from which population and business 
but which retain their Courts, and numerous othe 
places where a new population and new business has not resulted im 
of a County Court; while the Courts generally remain a 
were before the introduction of railways had entirely altered the 
arteries in which the population flows. The time has lor 
a complete geographical redistribution. But any proposals for 
a redistribution would create difficulties too great to be re 
the time which any Lord Chancellor, assisted by so small 
as at present, can possibly devote to the subject. 





The Trial a a 


. Central Criminal Court, on the 10th inst., says the 7 
lose of the hearing before him of a charge of incest, M 


+} 


I have tried at theese sessions two cases where t 


Ti e proceedings ha » be ? held in camera No one but th se ; 
n the case and the judge and jury know what has passed. It is | 
the statute which created this offence, passed in 1908, enacts 
proceedings must take place in camera. The public and the 
um told that here in this Court ut 


that such 

















fice, while it does work in some sense for s« 
its, is under the supervision of the King’s 
of whom there are seven, with two Assistant Masters 


Secretary through a Committee of Masters, assisted by 
one of the Clerks of the Central Office acting as Superintendent, 
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== 
"been tried, and therefore peuple who know that a man has been « 
end sent to the Old Bailey for trial may never know that he has been 


hanged | 
| 
acquitted. In the cases I have tried here at these seasions one case =| 
| 
| 
} 


City 


gesuited <n 4 conviclion and the other in an acquittal, but the proceex 
d d t tt I ] i 
ings will never be made public. The words of the statute are that 
proceedings shall take place in camera, and, of course, the sentence is 
4 part of the pr ceedings 


The question of hearing cases tn camer was one which was diacussed 








at ler gth in the case of Scott v. Scott in the House of Lords (1913, L. R ast 

AC In the course of that case, in giving judgment, Lord Atk 1 

a pace 449, said ; ‘ i : 

The fundamental proposition upon which th spondent’s case in 2 : 

the ultimate result reste cs, in my ew, this, that an order to hear . 

cause in camera enjoins perpetual silence upon everybody as to w 

transp. wed at the hearing except perhaps the result of it.’ HCMC 
Mr. Justice Daring, continuing, said :—I desire to take this opp had nat 

tanity of saying that I think it would be very much better that these | One 

cases should be heard put Vv as ther cases with regard to rape al i! 

earnal knowledge of women are now heard These sea of eet a | rome 

no More indecent in their detai's than any other case as to carnal ki }t t 

ledge of women—in fact, they are as to the facts and the details + ended 

cisely on the same level They are netther more « s indecent | fecrea 

The only additional fact is that a person charged with incest is o1 pa 





of those within that near relationship mentioned in the statut 6 
of 1908 How it was that Parliament enacted that these cases must ove fineges 
le heard in secret I don't know It is a variation from tl num be 
law of this country But I cannot help thinking that the reason wv |} mate! 
this Incest used not to be an offence at common law; a perso { 
could not be tried in any ordinary criminal court of this country for | Care!es 
inoest; but it was dealt with in the Ecclesiastical Courts In tl mate! 
courts they dealt with all those matters which were afterwards d who i 
@ith by the law of divorce in this country. They entertained suite for | Com] 
gallity of marriage, for example, and so on, and they dealt with the Ler of t 
oflence of incest ; they treated it as an offence againet morals, althoug! Phis decr 
# was not an offence against common law, and cou Id a be tried in the | of post 

I can only think that, knowing that thes cases were | f 





King's Courts ; 5 
never judged in the King’s Courts before 1908, but were mined n the | Drin 
Ecclesiastical Courts, and knowing that the Ecclesiastical Courts did | little to d 
hear intest cases in camera, they reverted to the very ancient practice. | thos 


i have now tried a great many of these cases, and from the experience | surgi i! 
i have had I desire to say that in my judgment more harm than go numl 


'] 
is done by hearing them in camera. The offence is far from uncommon, | past 1 
and I believe that the 
sllowed to be reported leaves most people in ignorance of the etatute. | « 1 
Many in the course of proceedings before me have said that they did | student 


fact that trials and sentences for it are never | tion and 


pot know they had committed a crime. People should have the means | | ( 
of knowledge which a trial in open court affords | court 
Mr. Justice Darling sentenced a man named Duncombe ho was and her 
fonvicted of incest, to five years’ penal servitude | Act, 19 
’ lof yr } 
—_—— | 
: ‘ il d 
Ww A the st 
~ i vy ha 
Nomen as Accountants | 
; om - a1 han he } 
Women, say the Times (14th inst.), are now eligible, on the same | t - 
terms and conditions as me n, for memibersh P f the Sox vety of Inco : 
porated Accountants and Audit. The ne oninan alteration of the | ' . 


seiety's memorandum of eemeaittioen was approved by a large majority | ‘ i 
@a meetang of the society last October. It received in due course the | “' POC: 
sNction of the Board of Trade, and yesterday it was formally confirmed 
by Mr. Justice Eve on a petition from the society to the High Court 
The question of the admission of women to the society was first raised 
tearly th rty years ago, but at that time the general feeling was opposed 
t the chan, ge. During the war, bh ywever, women have justified their Sir } 
Gaim to pass many doors previously closed to them. Among other tasks | 4), © 
they have performed temporarily on behalf of men who joined the forces | pres 


has been that of accountancy y, and there is the evidence of the president f 





yurt 
dent 
uur Lords 


the society himself that “‘ the care, the accuracy, and the judgment | x;, Bench 


Mhich that work deman led have been found to be not wholly the] 7 fon Ast 


Sonopoly of one sex.’’ The alteration of the regulations of the society | 1, 








throw it open to women who wish to continue in the same work, o1 ™ ie 
Ghers who choose to enter the profession, was the logical result of this MeC 
— , é - eCardie 
perience. There was also another factor in the qucsté n. The society The Int 
. “ 


bts for some time been considering the possibility of obtaining statutory 
Meognition for the profession, and it has reason to know that, even if 
Somen had not been enfr hised, Parliament would not pase such 

islation 60 long as women were excluded from the society or from 
Se Institute of Chartered Accountants For this reason, wm addit 
Wthe merits of the change, the soci ty has modified ite constétuti 

It does not follow that there will be a sudden great influx of wv 
members. Women will still have to fulfil the somewhat exacting cond 
fons laid down by the society for admission to its membership and to 


there is alw 
relat F 
sonal adm 
attend any 
picture of | 
The artifi 


display mors 





littering « 








M* the qualifying examinations provided for under the by-laws of the | > 2 
Weiety. There are at onan only one or two professional women | the oner « 
&eountante in the City of London, but many professional men acco ae P ve Lord 
Mls are employing women as clerks and aesistante, and a number of | Le Offi 
peers’ service in this capacity renders an applicant eligible for ne x “|i Sys? 
without the qual lification of a specified period of service under | Afte 


Wickes of clerkehi p. 








Master of th 
Next Wednesday, 22nd Janu iTy ypside , pen after | 
i i 


arry will deliver a lecture on 
bment Departments,”’ Lord Balfour of 


at 4.30, at Saddilers’ Hall, 4 
‘Industrial Reconstruction in | ceeding 
Burleigh will preside ' Attorne 






Dr Wald 


The 


Justice 


the Master of the Rolls, and 


to the K ny 


Coroner's Work during 1918. 


H.M. Coroner for the City of London and Southwark, at 
9th January, said 








figures, in hie 1 u t the Home secretary for 1918, were 
ecord. Inter alia, we had altogether held 524 inquiries; and 
he deaths investigated were due to violence or unnatural 
those dying in hospitals and institutions, and in the 
away from home The largest number of any individual 
ta ted from traff cidents—63 in number. com 
69 1917 Lhere id been a decrease mm =the num 
i } Lor t ped from enemy aircraft—the 
j n 1917 On t , ss1ons 
’ the City ( Court 
sca i ae ) I I I 
I i t Tou ) ita f had been held 
i ! Spe al Fi \ being the onl 
i " " Wae oft opini 
fit } yue Cit Fire Act m t usefully be e 
risd Sout! There had been a marked 
f Cit | ! ent i During 
a.t d tota number City fires 
i ! i 1 & peossi ble ect i i Let weet 
igge 1 it f arn that the reduct In tl 
f " t table ! ’ nt rortage t 
f ‘ e Lit is due t ilpable 
t i or imcendiar ! by the gency of lichted 
} smol Inquests had been held on four infants only 
ff ited bed with the parent or others 
h sever 1917 There had bes 1 b drop in the num 
tities a y th var throughout England and Wale 
, us } ise of cots, to the larger number 
tem « nina s ide, to the absence of many fathe: 
tary sé nd to the decrease in the birth rate 
rove < experie ‘ 1 contributory cause, ha 
leaths. Ir t re held thre ase I 
} fl i rstl hlorofor ) given for 
, i t} ‘ 191 Tr} 1 the lowest 
rated win } fed during tl 
I i ‘ lue t r care, d rimina 
the trat the potent dead drugs 
i | 1 ed { } ist | t medi il 
’ | id tm vith ar case in hi 
+} pu ‘ iterest, includin that of the relative 
id | 1 el ers under the Juries 
to disp vith a ju I ul ill his cases the uestior 
fuct and 1 ect a ‘ ind ise of ipparent und 
1 } i a np! they seemed in 
tances } tacked them on to cas t iolent death n whiel 
1 bee mmoned H had less difficulty in gettin jurie 
1 pre ) to the passing of the Coroners Emergency Pro 
‘ 1917 h red 1 the nber f rer from twelve 
ee t ‘ ‘ ( H t ight i rue nh Cases 
} pu t fied th a ected by a 
t , " ficial eittir alone 


New Lord Chancellor. 


sm us swor! n Wednesday as Lord Chancellor in 
f App il. in the presence of the Master of the Rolls, the 
the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, and the 
Justices, and the following Judges of the Chancery and 
Divisions Mr. Justice Eve, Mr. Justice Sargant, Mr 
bury, Mr. Justice Younger, Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence, 
Darling, Mr. Justice Bray, Mr. Justice Coleridge, Mr 
ry, Mr. Justice Horridge, Mr. Justice Lush, Mr. Justice 
Mr. Justice Salter, Mr. Justice Roche, and Mr. Justice Hil! 
r Bar was crowded. On such occasions, says the Timea, 
ve a large assemblage of members of the Bar and Judges 


1 
und the public wil from loyalty to the profession or pel 


ration or the desire to find materials for reminiscence 

leval ceremony There too, the attraction of a splendid 
stor upparel. des med t mpart an appropriate dignit 

al light which was necessary or gloomy mornng helped to 


etiect ely the black and y ld re ree of the Lord Cl ancellor 
Le rd Sterndale. and the Lords Justices, in 
mitrast vit} the plain Llack of the ( hancery Judges and 


t tl jimar judy il uniform of the King Bench 
wncellor and all the members of the Court of Appeal and 
“rs wore their full-bottomed wigs All the elaborate adorn 
1 ceremony which lasted but a few minutes 

Jud had grouped themselves upon the Bench the Lord 


f tandin read the istomary oaths of allegiance 
and impartiality in the administrati of justice The 
e Rolls then handed the Testament to the Lord Chancellor 
e had kissed it, the Attorney-General moved that the pro- 
recorded The Lor 1 Chancellor replied. “ Be it so. Mr 


ind the ceremony e nded 
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Companies. 


Equ'ty and Law Life Assurance Society. 


Mr. Leonard W 
of this society in 


been elected 


North Hickley has been elected deputy-chairman 
succession to Sir Richard Stephens Taylor, who has 


hairman 


Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society’s Lectures and Classes. 


Lectures and « n the first term, 1919, will commence on Monday 
the 20th inst., at 2 p.m., with the Principal’s Elementary Course o1 
Equity, and at 5} with the Final Course on Equity and Mr. F: 
Intermediat« sours mn Pub R On Tuesd Lvs and F lays 
Burgin w ‘ re on Criminal Law and Divorce (Fina | 
Langridge on \ yyuries (Intermediate A course of specia 
ia that by Mr. McNair on “ Some Changes During the War,’ wi 
will] be delivers bon Wed esa ys vt 5.* Pp | he De gree al iA yunts 
Classes will be nt 


ISa8es8 


moy 
Dr 
Mr 


nterest 


rita 


“ 
anh 


? 
nued as usual 





Ohituary. 


Sir Andrew Marshall Porter. 


The death is announced n Dublin of the Right Hon 
Sir Anprew MARSHALI Master of the Rolls in 
Ireland 

The el le a } 
born on 27th e, 1837 
Belfast He was called t 
Eastern Circw:t » S00n 
eloquent advocate 


at his residemn e 
Porter. Bart late 
Rev. J. Scott Porter, of Belfast, he was 
am) was educated at Queen's University, 
the Irish Bar in 1860 and went the North 
made a name as a sound lawyer and an 
1872 he took ei In 1880 he was elected a 
Bencher of the Kir g’e Inns, and } ear was elected Liberal 
member for co. Londonderry, and was a ted Solicitor-General for 
Ireland It fell to his lot in that vea rosecute on behalf of the 
Crown in the trial of the Phenix Park In 1882 he became 
Attorney-General, and in 1883 he retire Parliament on being 
apoointed Master of the Rolls in Ire'and 
During the twenty-three vears in which 
to the discharge of hie duties a profous 
failing health. he ret 
valuable 
¥v derree of 
Kingdom 
Horsbruc! 
Mr. John 
acholar a 


War 


ite 


and én 
in the f 


he filked that office he brought 
1 know'ed¢e of Chancerv law, 
ired in 1906, the Irish Judiciary 
«. The University of Dublin con 
LL.D vd mn 1902 he Was « 

In he married 


und when, owing to 


lost one of ita moat member 
ferred on him the hen 

o beronet of the United 
daughter of the late Col 
He ia succeeded by his son, 
Andrew Marshall. a unt 
Lindley in the South African 


reated 

Agnes. the 
Peehleashire 
Another son. 


killed at 


nel 
ter. 


icketer. was 





Legal News, 


Avpointment. 

On 14th January His Maiestv in ( 
to the Richt Honourable Sir FreprericK 
whereunon the Oath of Office as Lord Hi 
by His 


his place at 


delivered the Great 
FEpwin Situ. Bt., K.C., 
h Chancellor of Great Britain 
to him, and he took 


oun 


was, Majesty's command. administered 


the Board accordingly 


Changes in Partnership. 


Business Changes, 


Mawsy, Mawsy & Morais, 6 and 7, Queen’. -street, Cheap 
4, have dissolved partnership as on and from 3lst December 


Messrs 
side, E.( 
1918 

On the Ist January, 1919, Mr. F. T. Mawesy 
Corbould-Ellis & Mitchell, whose name and address ie now 
Ellis, Mitchell & Mawby, & 
liam-street, E.C.4 

On the same date Mr. F. G. C 


joined the firm of 
Corbould 
Church-court, Clement’s-lane, King Wil 


Morris amalgamated his business 
with that of Major A. C. T. Veasey, hitherto practising under the style 
of Arthur Veasey & Co., at 8, Queen-street, E.C.4. Mr. Morris has 
also admitted to partnership Mr. W. A. Waxp-Jongs, who has been 
working in the firm of Messrs. Mawby, Mawby & Morris for some 
years past, and previously had been associated with Major Veasey. 
The name and address of the new firm is :—Morris, Veasey & Co., 
40, King-street, E.C.2 . 

Morley Shirreff & Co., 53, Gresham House, announce that they have 
admitted into partnership as from the lst January, 1919, Mr. Grorce 
lERRY MAUDLING, who has been associated with them for many vears 
past. =e 


Dissolutions. 
JaMES BALLANTYNE, Ernest Atrrep Currrorp and Francis PacGeEt 
Hert, solicitors (Ballantyne, Clifford & Hett), Dock House. Billiter 
etrect, London, Dec, 31 (Gazette, Jan. 10 





ALEXANDER NeILt and Hersert Mrrwer Dawsoy, solicitors (Neill & 
Dawson), 1, Piccadilly, Bradford. Dec. 31. The said Herbert Milner 
Dawson will continue to practise at the above address under the style 
of Neill & Dawson. 5 

Atrrep WILLIAM STALLARD and CHaRLes Epwarp NewTon, solicitors 
(Walls, Stallard & Newton), 27, Old Jewry. E.C.. and 48, Peckham- 
road, Camberwell. Dec. 31. Mr. Alfred William Stallard will practise 
separately and alone at 27, Old Jewry aforesaid under the style or firm 
name of Wales, Stallard & Co. ; Mr. Charles Edward Newton will prac. 
tise separately ind alone at 48, Peckham-road aforesaid for the time 
being (Gazette, Jan, 14. 


General. 


now in the builder’s hands for conversion to the require 
w owners, the Bank of England. The consequent removal 
Exchange to adjacent and better offices in Tokenhouse 

tye the 7'imes, effected in a novel manner. The back 
windows of the old premises face those of the new. but are separated 
by a “* well’ ut 6Oft. deep and 30 ft. across. This was temporarily 
bridged by scaffolding, and, a hole having been made in the roof, the 
archives and furniture of the Exchange were lifted out and carried across, 
In this way many tons of material were moved easily and quickly, with- 
out using the staircases at all. The particulars of sale filed at the 
Exchange extend over some sixty years. Experience during the few days 
that have already elapsed since the closing of the Mart seems to indicate 
that the Estate Exchange is entering wpon a new field of usefulness to 
agents, now that sales are no longer centred in one place in the City, 
special arrangements having been made for the collection of resulta, 
wherever the auctions are held. 


The Mart is 
ments of ita ne 
the Eatate 


Buildings was 


At an inquest held iin the City of London on Wednesday. the Coroner 
Dr. Waldo) commented on the increasing number of fatal lift accidents, 
remarking that that was the fourth he had investigated this year. The 
inquiry concerned the death of Herbert Charles John Matthews, sixteen, 
employed by Messrs. John Loveys and Co. (Limited), boot and shoe 
merchants, of Smithfield, who was killed by a lift at his employers’ 
It. was stated that the lad was killed on Saturday 
by a goods lift descending upon his head. The jury added to ther 
verdict of ‘‘ Accidental death ’’ a rider that the lift was not safe for 
conveying passengers and that it should be guarded by gates on each 
floor. Mr. Couzens, a Home Office inspector, said that the lift was not 


adequately fe need 


business premises 








Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT 
Mr. Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Charch 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Mr. Justice P.O, 
LAWRENCE. 
Mr. Farmer 
Jolly 
Svnce 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 


Mr. Justice 
Ere 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Teach 
Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Mr. Justice 
PRTERSON, 
Mr, Joliv 
Svnee 
Bloxam 
Rorrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


EMERGENCY 
Rora. 

20 (Mr. Church 
Farmer 
J ily 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 


Mr. Justice 
ASTRURY 

20°Mr. Ploxam 
21 Borrer 
Goldechmidt 
Leach 
Charch 
Farmer 


APPRAL Court 
Date No. 1 


Mr. Leach 
Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 

Mr. Justice 
Vouneer. 

Mr. Synge 

Bloxam 


Monday... Jan Mr. 
Tnesday ...... 21 
Wednesday . 22 
Thursday .... 23 
PUEGR™ ..ccccce 
Saturday...... 25 


Date. 


Vionday Jan. 
Taesday ee 4 
Wetyesday .. 22 
Thnreday ~- 38 
Friday ........ % 
Saturday...... 25 


Rorrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Church 








Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gavette.—FRIDAY. ‘Jan 10. 

AQUARIUS STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 14. to send the!r names and addresses, end the particulars of their 
debts and c'aims, to Geoffrey Bostock, 21, Ironmonger In, liquidator. 

BLAKE STEAMSHIP Co, Lrp. (In VoLuNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before Bet 14, tosend their aame« and addresses, and the particulars of t 
debts and claims, to Geoffrev Bostock, °1, Ironmonger In, liquidator. 

BRITISH SURGICAL DRESsstNes, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan. 28, @ 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, @ 
Arehibal! Yearsiey, 27, Brazennoze st, Manchester, liquidator. 7 

CAPRICORNUS STEAVSHIP Co, Lp. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors @® 5 
required, on or before eb 14, to send their names and addresses, and ‘he particulars 
of the'r debt« or claime. to Geoffrey Rostock, 2!, Tronmonger In, liquidator 

EVANDAL® STEAMSHIP Co, Lrp. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors a 
required on or before Feb 14, tosend their names and addresses, and the particulers of 
their d ‘Ste or claims, to Geoffrey Ro+tock, 21, Iromonger !n. liquidator. : 

OLIVER BUSHELL & Co, LrD.—Creditors are required forthwith to send their name 
and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Bryce N. Hianmes, 
24. North John st, Liverpool, liquidator 

New RAVENSWOOD, TTD.—Creditors ore required. on or before March 1, to send 
their names and ddresses, with particulers of their debts or claims, to E. F. and & 
Landon, *38, S«w Rroad st, solicitors fo~ the liquidators. . 

Surtie’s HOTEL. LTpD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 14, to send in theif 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Alfres 
Sentimns Robbins, 42, Essex st,“liquidator. | 

Trmper TRANSPORT, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, '0 send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clsims, to Mr. T. BE ia 
Rowland, c/o Messrs. W. T. Walton & Son, Scarboro’ st, West Hartlepool. liqu 

’. H. Warsow, Lrp.--Creditors are required. on or before Feb! 28, vo send their 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Lowe To 
41, Commereia! st, Halifax, liquidator, 








